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INTRODUCTION

The proposed reconstruction presents the poem in two books. The
Kafappol are considered to be ther Prooemium of the work, figuring
as first part of Book A”. (It is perhaps significant that the number of
verses in the reconstruction preceding B17.1 = v. 233 Martin-
Primavesi is 207. In this view therefore there are missing some 26
verses from the part of the work going before the revelation of the
doctrine of cosmic cyclicity).

The general structure of the poem, as well as subdivisions into
sections of each book, are indicated in corresponding chapter
headings.

The main doctrine of the work, represented in its basic
articulation, consists in a strict, double-phased Cosmic Cycle. The
physical basis of this doctrine is analysed in my paper. Its abstract
statement in B17.1-13 esp. vv. 1-5 is binding [1]. The second book of
the poem unravels the details of the World’s cyclic process from
2daipos to Ldaipos via the two succeeding phases of Ascending
Neikos and Ascending @iAla. As limiting condition between these
two phases in that process lies the state of Strife’s total supremacy. We
are now rapidly approaching this state [2]. The two phases of the
Cosmic Cycle are homologous [3], but in the reverse order [4].

Conformably to Aristotle’s testimony there is no cosmogony
reported in the phase of Ascending Friendship [5]. But there are
accounts of the two respective zoogonies, one starting with the odAo-
¢ueis TomoL, the other with monstrosities (single members and then
misfits) [6].

The few testimonies as to the location of particular fragments in
the body of the poem are observed. For instance the account of the
constitution of bones (B96) is put in the section explaining the general
theory of mixture (Nos. 67-75) rather than in the part detailing the
theory of the constitution of organic tissues, parts and organs (Book
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B’, Nos. 136-155), because of Simplicius’ specific ascription of it to
the first book (In Phys. 300.19 sqq.). Similarly, views at to foetal
development (B153a) have to be included in the Prooemium =
Kabappol on similar grounds. We should in any case bear always in
mind that Empedocles indulged in repetitions of, and variations on,
the same theme or formulaic expression (adding further dimensions as
he was going along) both for stylistic reasons and for such of
substance. One example is the restatement of the crucial doctrine of
the double-phased cosmic cyclicity in B26 (= No. 66) after B17 (= No.
60). Another pivotal case is a(ii) 18-19 (in No. 60) and B35.3-4 (in
No. 129). In particular, this last variation helps us decisively to
correctly understand the mechanics of the cosmic cyclicity, as I have

argued in my paper. The method of repetition and its rationale are
explicitly expressed by Empedocles himself, B25 (= No. 64) and B24
(= No. 65) [7].

NOTES

[1] An intended discussion at the concluding session in the Symposium of the
overall philosophical and historical question of strict or loose cyclicity in the
Empedoclean Kéopog, concentrated instead chiefly on the interpretation of
the five beginning verses of B17. Here is the entire passage:

B 17.1 8imX’ épéw: ToTe pév yap v npéibn wévov elvar
éx TAebvwy, ToTé 8 ad Siédu mAéor’ é¢ évos elvau.
douny 8¢ Bvmrdv yéveais, Sou 8 dmdlenfus:
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The subject here is the cosmic whole, and not primarily or directly what

happens to individual entities. For the same principles that operate in the

World history at large, govern also each thing’s fate. But when the latter is at

stake, it is made clear by appropriate qualifications. As in B20, where the

unity meant is the oneness of a particular organic body at the acme of its

existence, at which stage displays maximal cohesion; as against its

approaching the limit of its life at the point of its dissolution; the matter

being rendered manifest by the formulation:

-~ \ 3 / ’ 3 ! 2
TobTO pev av SpoTéwv peAéwv dpidelkerov Sykov:
Iy \ ’ ’ 3 3 © ¢/
aAAoTe uév DiAdTyTL cuvepySper’ els €v dmavTa
yuia, Td cOpa )\e’)\oyxe, Biov BaAébovTos év drun
dAAore 8’ adre karfior SwaTuniévr’ Epidecot

mAdleTar dvdiy’ éxaoTa mepippnyuive Sioto.
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The volume of mortal members (8ykos Bporéwv peAéwv ) forms the
strongest unity of all parts of the body (cuvepydueva eis €v dmravra yvia, Td
odua Aédoyye ), when life is at a pitch and this is due to the operation of
Friendship. Strife (kakfior épidecot) separates (Statunlévra ) those
members and parts destroying (mAdlerar dvduy’ ékacTa ) that unity at the
verge of life (7epl ppryypive Biowo ).

Contrariwise in B17 we are at the level of what befalls the World as a whole.
The One here leaves nothing beside it, having integrated all existence: €v
N0éNOn wévov elvar. The talk is of dwavra simpliciter that have come
together into the One (v. 7 and cf. v. 4), not of dmavra yvia or anything
similarly qualified. Moreover, what these dravra are is given in the passage
itself: they are the cosmic elements in their universal role, not as entering into
the constitution of particular things as such. For in vv. 18-20 the ultimate
factors of existence are mentioned and the physical relationship of the two
principles to the four roots is indicated. And in vv. 21-26 a contrast is being
precisely emphasised between the recognition of Aphrodite’s works in the
communicability of human particulars and the total darkness existing in
mortals as to her cosmic function (DiAéms ) amidst the elements themselves
in their World-role; pera Totow in v. 25 answers to év Toiow (v. 20) referring
to 7hp kal Ubwp kal yaia kal 1épos dmAeTov Uifos (v. 18). In fact, the very
expression népos dmAetov Uihos leaves no doubt as to the cosmic
understanding of the elements in the passage. As does, more poignantly, the
reference to all four roots in the masculine (axivnro. v. 13, not axivyra,
despite the various misguided attempts at “correction”), clearly signifying
their divine status as in B6.

The fragment is indeed a prime example of Empedocle’s technique of
revelation. Repetitions with him are used to consolidate doctrines, but also to
further articulate them. (Cf. B24 and B25 for his conscious attitude in this
respect). First (vv. 1-2) there is the universal pendulum between the One and
the Many (7Aéova ). Then (vv. 7-8), it is explained that the Many of that
cosmic alternation is really the All (dmravra; cf. wdvrwy odvodos v. 4), and
that the principle and agency of global unification is Friendship while the
one of separation is Strife. At the third reformulation (vv. 14-20) of the same
truth we learn (1dfn v. 14), that at bottom the initial Many (7Aéova ), the
afterwards All (dmavra ), are the following four, which turn out to be the
roots. Of the two principles, Friendship is in the elements and their mixtures
being the agency by which elements and mixtures exist in any bulk at all.

Strife on the other hand lies always outside any given volume of an element,



RECONSTRUCTION OF EMPEDOCLES’ POEM VII

or any cohesive mixture, being their delimiting factor: it lies at the superficies
of entities, it is the spirit of closure and borders. Finally, in the last part of the
passage (vv. 27-35), the explanation is given why the six are the only true
beings, the only true factors in World-history, and how in principle they
produce, or rather they become (yiyveras v. 35), all cosmic variation under
the general law of cyclicity (cf. also vv. 9-13).

Now what is the abstract form and rhythm of that cosmic cyclicity? That is
precisely the content of the double truth enunciated in B17 (8émA’ épéw v. 1
and v. 16). Empedocles is not using words haphazardly. Our construal must
satisfy the conditions of some crucial and essential duplicity. It turns out that
the duplicity involved is twofold. First, there are the twin movements of
consolidation towards a Universal One and of dispersion from it (vv. 1-2).
Secondly, there is a double becoming of mortal things (Gvy7@dv ) and a
double extinction of them (v. 3). Mortal things, the immediate and apparent
subjects of these processes of becoming and perishing, are all mixed
individual things past, present and future in the World. For we know that the
Six real beings are eternal and unalterable, the roots and the principles.
Empedocle’s statement in B35.14:

alifa 8¢ O’ éddovro, T mplv udbov abdvar’ elva,

should not confuse us into assuming a blurred or inconsistent division
between mortal and immortal entities. For the division is absolute, and is
dexterously highlighted by Empedocles in the very next line:

{wpd e To. mplv drpyTa etc.

Things unmixed (i.e. the roots and principles) are eternal; things mixed are
mortal. B35 describes the World’s state just after the absolute segragation of
the unmixed elements into their own. At the point of the total sovereignty of
Strife, the elements were aware (udfov ) of their full eternity, being each on
its own. Subsequently, they started to enter into mortal combinations and in
this sense were becoming mortal (épdovro, something we know is only
apparent; cf. B8; B9). One should be alert to this seeming inconsistency of
things immortal becoming mortal by the very proclamation of the reverse
transfiguration in the statement of Empedocle’s newly achieved divinity in
B112.4: éyw & Spiv beos dufporos, ovrért Gvyrds etc. B35 furthermore
makes evident what the Bvntd in B17.3 are: namely composite things,
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constituted by mixtures of the elements. It is emphatically reiterated that the
wondrous variegation of cosmic existence stems from variations in the

proportions of mixture of the four roots; B35.16-7:

7@V 8¢ Te puoyopévawy yeir’ évea pupla omrdv,

3 Q7 ) ’ ~ Q7
TaVTOLALS LSE‘!}O’LV apmnpoTa, HG.U[J.(I LSGO'HCLL'

But what exactly those second duplicities (v. 3) in the becoming and
perishing of mortal entities consist in? This has to be, and is obviously,
explained in vv. 4-5. And it is crystal clear that whatever these duplicities
amount to, there are just two conditions to account for them, namely the
twin movement of the world (as already posited in vv. 1-2) towards the
Universal One (mdvrwv odvodos v. 4) and away from it (Sta-dvopévewr v. 5).
Now the fact is that the ultimate cause of mortal things emerging into the
world scene is the same one which effects their disappearing from it. (In
physical terms it is the Cosmic Vortex, as explained in my paper). So that
each of the two proclaimed general becomings of mortal things (douy) 6¢
OvnTdv yéveois ) corresponds to one of the two announced general
perishings of them. One yéveos is coupled to one améAewfis. And the other
yéveois to the other améAewfis. Therefore by explaining the two causes of a
double becoming, an explanation of the double perishing of mortal things is
eo ipso given. And thus of the two becomings 77v pév refers to the former,
and 1) &¢ to the latter, yéveos. References that are facilitated by the broader
sense of yéveats signifying things in the world of becoming. One condition
gives birth and destroys one becoming (or things belonging to one system of
(broader) becoming); the other becoming (or things belonging to the other
system of (broader) becoming) is grown and dispersed by the other
condition. But we have seen what these two conditions in the cosmic process
are. The conclusion is therefore inescapable: one system of becoming (and
perishing) is caused by the movement (consolidation) of the world to the
Universal One; another is engendered by the reverse movement from
(dispersion of) the One. And there thus exists a nice pattern of
correspondences in B1-5: ABI'AB, where A and B explain each part of T
(véveois and amdAenfus ).

Despite the intentional dense intricacy of the formulation (with the obvious
play on a duplicity doubled to become a quadruple-phased whole), the
syntax of the phrazing is unambiguous. Thv uév has a feminine reference,
obviously one of the two generations mentioned in v. 3 (‘Sou)... yéveais ):
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double is...; / one.../ the other... Similarly for 7 8é. Theoretically the
demonstratives could also be taken to refer to the double améAeufis (the
other feminine around); but it comes to just the same effect. Or, they might
be made to refer to one yéveous and its corresponding améAewfis (miy uév
then it would be equivalent to 7as pév...); still with no change as to the
doctrinal import of the passage. The meaning is so clear and fitting that one
can try other, fatigued, construals only on extraneous reasons. Which then
will be met on their own real ground.

There reigns, thus, a perfect harmony in the Empedoclean system. The
process from Sphairos to Antisphairos during the phase of ascending Strife
consists of two parts. In the first part the tendency of the elements to
segregate, working under the superior, if continually diminishing, power of
Love, creates increased differentiation-within-wholes and heightened organic
complexity at both the cosmic and the individual level. After the turning
point of a perfect balance between unifying and diversifying forces (at the
equlibration of the respective potencies of Love and Strife), there comes the
second part of this phase, with Strife now in prevailing, and increasing, force:
organic complexity and internal differentiation are now gradually reduced
resulting in simpler forms of existence, till the stage is reached of the absolute
segregation of the ultimate realities in their ineradicable otherness.

In converse homology stands the ensuing process from Antisphairos to
Sphairos. During its first part the tendency towards unification now, under
conditions of prevailing (but decreasing) Strife influence, creates increased
differentiation-within-wholes and heightened organic complexity. After the
midpoint where Love and Strife stand in strict equipoise, the optimal balance
between unification and diversification is disrupted, and existence starts to
assume continually simpler structures with an on-going reduction in organic
complexity, till all reality is integrated in the perfect fusion of the Sphairos.
“Perfect”, so far, that is, as the nature of reality permits. For the existence of

ineradicable differences is precisely the seed of the dissolution of the Perfect
God.

That the present condition of the World lies in the phase of Ascending
Neikos is explicitly testified by Aristotle; de generatione et corruptione,
B7.334a5 sqq.: dpa 6¢ kal Tov kdopov opolws éyew ¢motv (sc. Empedocles)
émi Te Tob Nelkovs viv kal mpérepov émt Ths Pidias. That the World now
fast approaches the state of Hate’s full mastery is indicated by the enormous
acceleration of the cosmic gyration (A75: at an earlier stage of the phase,
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flamb)

nearer to the beginning, the world was revolving very slowly, taking ten
contemporary months to effect its diurnal rotation). To the proximity of
Hate’s absolute sway is probably referring d8 (Martin-Primavesi):

[é€wc Jvodue[Ba ya. Jo molvPevBéa melpat’ ], diw.

(I propose meipar’ instead of the editors suggested dtvov). When the
dynamic focus of the Cosmic Whitl reaches the deep limits of the World, it
reverses direction, the Vortex starts to decelarate, and the process of mixing
up the segregated elements starts anew. That boundary condition is the
moment of Hate’s total supremacy.

Aristotle, de generatione et corruptione, 334al sqq. (A42): dua 8¢ kal Tov
kbopov opolws éxew ¢mow émd e Tob Nelwovs viv xal mpdrepov émi Ths
DiMlas. ’Enri 700 Neikovs = in the phase of ascending Strife; émi 77s
DiAias = in the phase of ascending Love. Obviously, the state of the World
when Love reigns supreme is completely different from its state when Strife is
absolute sovereign. Sphairos (the total fusion of all elements in one whole)
and Anti-sphairos (the total separation of the elements from one another, and
their segregate coacervation in themselves) are, literally, worlds apart: in
between those two extreme conditions of existence lies the cosmos, typically

more or less as we know it excepting its states near the limiting conditions.

Here lies the source of the curious Platonic myth of Cosmic Reversal in
Politikos, 268d-275a. The model is different, but there are common themes
and a shared general logic. The oscillation in the Platonic myth is between a
state of perfect order (when the world has grown harmonious under direct
divine tutelage) and the condition of total chaos (v. esp. 273a-¢) inherent in
the material (= spatial) substratum of existence. Naturally, the myth is built
upon the doctrine of Timaeus as to the constitution of the world, but
imports upon it a dynamic aspect of cyclicity. And this must be
Empedoclean. Which also explains how Plutarch could construe the Reign of
Netkos (in its absolute sway) as the Platonic Realm of Chaos. V. De facie in
orbe lunae, 926D-927A: the Empedoclean segregation of the elements into
separate totalities is identified with the Platonic condition of the absence of
God. Cf. ibid.: o0 y7j Oepudrnros pereiyev, ody Uéwp mvedparos, ovk dvw
TL TGOV Papéwv, 0d kdTw TL TAV Kovdwy, dAX’ dkpaTol kal daTopyo kal

, € A u k) ’ \ ’ \ ’ ’
I.LOVG.SES aL Twv OAUJV apyat (SC. TA ptgw‘uara), un TTPOCLEILEVAL TUYKPLTLY
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e 7/ \ ¢ \ ’ 3 \ /. \ é
ETEPOV TTPOS ETELOV I;L7}8€ Kowwwviay, a/‘/‘a ¢€U}/0U0'a[ Kat a77'00'7',0€¢0/46€1/al
\ é \ IQ/ \ Ly 4 ¢/ 5 [ v -~ Gl \
kal depduevar dopas idias xal avlides odrws elyov, s éyel @y ob Geos
v \ 4 ’ e ¥y \ ’ ~ \ ~
dmeori kara [IAdTwra, TouTéoTv, ws Eyel Ta owpaTa vod kal Yuyfs
amoAurovons: etc. In the Platonic-Plutarchean interpretation, @iAia is the
divine Goodness and Neikos the inherent dvappooria (76 T4s madads
avappoatias wdbos, Politikos 273 c7-d1) of physical existence or an evil
principle like the kax?) Puy1) of the Laws. Although Plato seems explicitly to
criticise the Empedoclean Dualism of Principles in Politikos 269¢7 sqq.: éx
’ \ / \ ’ 4 3 \ \ ’ / e \
TAVTWY 87] TOUTWV TOV KOO"LLOV I.LT}'TG avTov XPT] ¢aVaL UTPG(#EL'V €eauTOoV
y 7/ () o 3 \ ¢ \ ~ ’ \ A !
del, pn7’ ad SAov del ¥md Beod oTpépeclan SurTas kal évavrias meplayw-
’ /9 > / 1 \ -~ [3 ~ 3 / / 3 7/ 3 3
yas, unr’ ad Svo Twve Gew dpovodvre éavrois évavria oTpépe avrdy, AAX
(4 b4 3 4 \ / / \ \ € > ¥ -~
OTTeP ApPTL EPP")B”] Kat ’.LOVOV AOLTFOV, TOTE I.LEV vTmT U.AA'TIS O'U,U/TTOS"}'}/GLU@QL
66[0.; azT[ag, T& gﬁv 7T(i)\LV E’WLKTQ’)I.LEVOV Kal\. )\aI.LBé.VOVTa dgavao'lfa'l/ €,7TL—
okevac TN Tapd Tod dnuiovpyod, ToTé 8’ Tav aveds, 8’ éavtod adTov
37 \ \ 3 / ~ A 3 /7 ’ AY
{évau, kaTa kapdv dpebévra TowodTov, doTe dvamalw mopeleafar moAdds
/’ ’ \ \ \ ’ N A\ ’ 3 \
WEPLOSCUV I.LUPLU.BGS' SLU. 87] TO ‘I.LE')/LO'TOV oV Kal LO’OPPOWCUTGTOV ETTL I.LLKPO—
TdTOU B(IEVOV 7T086§ ZG’VaL.
In the Politikos model there is a reversal of the heavenly revolution at the
point of the renewed divine intervention. But we have nothing to support a
corresponding trait in the movement away from the Antisphairos in the
Empedoclean Cycle.
The Saturnian Era (Kpdvios Bios ) and terrogeniture are ascribed by Plato to
the Phase of the Cosmic Cycle when the God directly takes care of physical
existence (Politikos, 271¢c-272c). At that time, there obtains a complete
reversal of human (and animal) life, with organic time going as it were
backwards to match the reverse celestial circumvolution (Politikos, 270d-
271b). This is to apply the reversion in World processes according to
Empedocles upon the succession of the two phases of the Cosmic Cycle (as
above explained, n. [1]), in a very specific, and picturesque, perhaps
powerful, image.
It all, however, appears to fit if Plato would interpret (or rather utilize)
Empedocles’ Cycle as a twin-phased one, with the two phases corresponding
to the Reign of @iAia (= Rule of divine Goodness) and the Reign of Netkos
(= World’s Self-Rule). This would mean that there are not periods of
Ascending Love or Strife, only just periods of Love or Strife.
Such a construal or employment of the Empedoclean system, although, I
believe, wrong, tells in favour of a unique Empedoclean poem. For it gains

apparent support from the fact that in his Prooemium = Kafappol
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Empedocles describes the Saturnian life as belonging to the single and
absolute ladyship of Aphrodite = @Aia (B128). Porphyry in fact identifies
Kimpis Baoidea there (B128.3) explicitly with @uAia (de abstinentia 11 21).
And he associates the passage (evidently from the Kaflappoi) as coming from
Empedocle’s theogony, i.e. his sacred, physical Adyos. In Empedocles on the
contrary, B128 refers to the state of the World near the condition of Sphairos,
with @uAla still most powerful, if on the wane, and with Strife’s force
ascending, although still slight: yet enough to have caused the disruption of
Sphairo’s perfect harmony and the creation of multiple individual existence.
However, even so, Empedocles could have employed, mythologically
speaking, the Saturnian life as an image of divine perfection in Sphairos; as a
symbol of Dionysus undivided.

The above mentioned Platonic model survived as an Empedoclean
interpretation in the Neoplatonic world-view with Sphairos = the Intelligible
World and physical World as the world of the rule of Neixos. This, certainly,

is not what Empedocles meant, or could have meant.

[5] Aristotle, de caelo, I2.301a14 sqq.: ék SteoTddTwr 8¢ kal kivouuévwy odk
Vv -~ \ /. \ 0 -~ /. \ 3 1\ -~
EU)\O')/OV TTOLELY 7'7)1/ '}/GVGO".V. 8[0 Kat E;LﬁG&OK/\??_S‘ 77'(1,0(1/16[77‘6[ 7'771/ €TTL 7'77_9
DuASryTos ob Yap v NOUvaTo GUOTHTAL TOV ODPAVOV €K KEXWPLOUEVWY
\ ’ ’ \ -~ \ \ ’ 3 ’
pev kaTaokevdlwy, alykpiow 8¢ moudv dia Ty PiAérmrar éx Siarerpiué-
vwy yap ouvéoTkev 6 kdopos TGV oTolyelwy. WoT dvaykaiov yiveotou
E’g éV(‘)g Ka", O'U')/KGKPL/.LG’VOU. The 'E\V Kal) O'U'}/KEKPL‘LLE,VOV iS the 2¢atp0§.
Formulae like émri @iAdry70s mean ascending role, not absolute supremacy.
The significance of Aristotle’s addition kal kwovpévwy is made clear by the
account in my paper of the mechanics of the cosmic cycle: the moment of
Hates total sovereignty is characterised by maximal speed in the Worlds

revolution.

[6] The grand upheaval that followed the state of Antisphairos (i.e. Strife’s total
sway) is descrived in B35. Plutarch refers to it as “the Universal Change”, 7
kafdov peraBold). Quaestionum Convivalium 'V, 4, 677D: ... EumedoxAé-
ovs... elpnréTos v 77 kalboAov uerafods ylyveolhar “lwpd Te Ta mplv
axpnra” (B35.15). The physical details of what happened are explained in
my paper above. Even in antiquity (!) some seem to have been misled because
of B35.4-5 to question Empedocle’s consistency. At least Simplicius
methodically answers to some such misunderstanding that there cannot be
produced a spectacular variegation of mortal things precisely under the rule
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of Friendship when all things become one. No less interpreter than
Alexander provided the basis for such misunderstanding by construing B35.5
(év 7§ 81 7d8e mavTa cuvépyeTau €v uévov elvar ) and Aristotle’s reference
to the state of affairs described in that fragment as émi 77s $tAérnros (de
coelo, 300b30), as signifying the condition of Loves absolute sway. To which
Simplicius gives the correct answer that this is the period of ascending
Friendship, clearly defined by Empedocles himself in B35.10-3. Simplicus,
In de caelo, 587.8 sqq.: kal mds TadTa, dain dv 1is, émi Tis DAdrnTos
yleohaw Aéyel 6 "ApioTorédns, 8 Mv wavra v yiveshar 6 "Eumedoris

émow (B35.5):
év 7) 67 748 mavTa cuvépyeTau €v udvov elvau;

4 3 > k) ~ 3 ’ ~ ’ ~ ’ ’ 3
pnmoTe obv ovk év 7§ émkpateia THs Pidias TadTa Aéyel yevéobar o
*Eumedokis, ws évduioey ANéavdpos, A TéTe, STe olimew 76 Netkos

(B35.10-3):

~ b P4 3 ¥ 4 /

v é¢éoTnrev ém’ éoyaTta TépuaTaTa kikAov,
GAAG Ta pév T evépupve pedéwy Ta 8¢é T é€ePePikeL.
4 3 N ¢ ’ ’ N b 4
Sooov & aiev Hmermpobéor, Téoov alév émjet

'r’]méqﬁpwv ¢L}\6T‘I’]TOS dMEH¢éO§ &‘LLBPOTOS 6P‘U,ﬁ

Obviously B17.5 describes the final condition of Sphairos, towards which
the processes started with the Grand Change following the polar state of
Antisphairos lead under the increasing influence of Love (phase of ascending
Love). And so, consequently, must be interpreted a(ii) 18-20. Hence, a(ii)21
sqq. refers to the results of the Grand Change; and the remains (Aowrd ) of
that creation in a(ii)25 signify tokens now (in the phase of ascending Strife)
that testify to the production modes obtaining then (in the phase beginning
with the dissolution of Antisphairos).

The creation-pattern in the phase of ascending Love is beyond doubt. The
elements (starting to move through one another after the collapse of their
total segregation in Antisphairos) mix up in various ways producing separate
members without organic integration in whole-forms (forms of wholeness).
Thus, conclusively, Aristotle, de caelo 300b26 sqq.: mérepov [Svvarov 7]
OI)X Ofév 7" ﬁv KLVOle.LGV(I deKT(J)g Kal‘. I.L[')/Vuo'eal TOLaleas‘ /.LlngLs é/VLa, E’g
dv owvioTaTal Ta katd Pplow cvvrioTdueva odpara, Aéyw 8’ olov doTd
kal odpras, kabdmep "Eumedordijs pnol yiveolar émi mis PiAdrnTos
Aéyel yap ws
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\ \ ’ 3 / 3 ’
moAAal uév képoar dvadyeves EBAdaTnoAY.

The best commentary on the passage is supplied by Simplicius, who (after
the above given quotation) goes on: év TadTy odv 7§ kaTacTdoe (sc. of
retreating Strife and ascending Love) povoueds érv ta yvia amo 7is Tod

Neirovs diakploews 8vra émdavaro, Tis mpd dAANAa pifews épiéueva.

avrap émel (dnol) kara wetlov éuioyero Saipovt Saiuwy (B59.1),
&re Tob Nelkous émexpdrel Aovmrov 1) PuAdrs,
TaiTa Te ouuTmiTTeTKov 8my ouvéxvpoev ékaoTa,

dAAa Te mpos Tols moAAd Sinvekes éfeyévovTo (B59.2-3).

3 \ -~ /7 7 € -~ 3 3 [ k) / L4
€TTL 7'775‘ ¢l/\07’”7’0§' ovvV o E/Lﬂ'f(so/(/‘vs‘ ELTTEV, OUX ws fﬁleaTOUCT')?S‘ 775?
-~ / k] y e / b3 -~ v \ \ v \
775 DiAdryTos, dAA’ s pueddodons émxpareiy, ér 8¢ Ta dukra Kal
povéyua SnAodors.
The crux of the problem, and the key to its solution, are well set out by
Simplicius. It concerns Empedocle’s meaning in B35.5 and Aristotle’s
rendering of it “émi 7Hjs DAdTnTos”. Here is the issue: 76 8¢ “kabdmep
"Eumedoris ¢nol ylyveolaw émi mijs PiAérnros” 6 pev "ANéavdpos s
’ ’ 3 ’ 3 T ’ \ AY / 7 \
I.ngﬁwg 7Tapa8€l.’y‘u,a QLKOUVEL, Gf US OUVILOTOATAL TA KOTA ¢UOLV O'CL)I.LaTa' Kat
’ ~ ~ ’ 3 ~ A3 A ~ 4 ~ /
UUVaLPGUBaL SOKEL TCy )\O'y(,‘() QUTOV TO €TTL TT]Q @LAOTT]TCS TOUTO AE'yGU@aL,
’ S 7 k4 A ~ ’ ’ ~ AN »
pifews alrias ovomns, domep 700 Nelkovs Stakploews. mds 8¢ dv eln
/7 \ \ €€ / ’ » \ ol \ e \ ~
piews onuavTikév 76 “avadyeves képoar” kal TdAAa Ta Vo Tob Eume-

SorxAéous Aeydueva év TovTois (B57.2-3):

yuuvol 8 émAdlovTo Bpayioves etrides duwv,

” ’ 3 T, 3 ~ / ’
Supard 7 ol a ) émAavaTo mevnTelovTa pueTWmWY,

kal moAAd dAAa, dmep ok éoTi puifews mapadelypara, é¢ Ms Td katd

¢vow ovvicTarar; And the answer is simple, once one properly understands

the position in the Cosmic Cycle which we are investigating. The separate
members show enough of Love’s work as to represent mixtures of the
elements; but the influence of Strife is strong and it forbids the formation of
higher order integrals with more varied articulation and intenser organic
unity capable of securing significant degrees of self-presentation and self-

perpetuation to the entities produced.

So the pattern of Loves zoogony is settled. Cf. also Simplicius in Phys. 37.33

$qq.: Gomep LEumedoxAijs kard Tow s Pilias dpyry ot yevéohar ws
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s ’ ~ ~ ’ ? \ \ ~ \ ’ ”
ETUXE LEPT) TTPLWTOV TWV Ccpwv oLov Ked)a)\ag KOl YELPAS KOl 77080.9, ETTELTA

ounévar Tadra
Bovyevs) avdpémpwpa, Ta 8 éumaw éfavarérew (B61.2).

...Kai (!)/Ua lLéV Olf)/'T(l) O'UVéUT'T} (iAA'T}AOLS (:SO'TG Sljvaaeal, TUXEEV U(UTT]PlfaS,
éyévero [Da kal éuewev S 70 AAAGAoLs éxAnpody TV xpeiav, Tovs uev
606vTas Téuvovtds Te kal AealvovTas T Tpodhy, TN 8¢ yaoTépa méT-
Tovoav, 76 6¢ frap éfayparody. etc. The elements mixing first produce the
simpler compounds (members), which then combining create more complex
forms. These survive if the combination is such that the joining members
offer mutual help in meeting the needs of one another (810 76 aAAjAots
éxmAnpodv Tnv ypelav ). The initial mixtures were probably coming up from
the earth (éavaréAew, cf. yOovos ééavéreAdov B62.4). So Censorinus, de
die natali, 4, 7-8: Empedocles autem egregio suo carmine, ..., tale quiddam
confirmat: primo membra singula ex terra quasi praegnate passim edita,
deinde coisse et effecisse solidi hominis materiam igni simul et umori
permixtam. cetera quid necesse est persequi, quae non capiant similicudinem
veritatis (he refers to Empedocle’s reparoyevéoes).

The law of development in Loves zoogony is thus expressed in this series:
simpler mixtures — producing single parts and members — chance
combinations of them — disappearance of monstrous formations — survival
of the fit compounds — existence of more complex organisms capable of
sustaining and reproducing themselves. The tendency is towards more
complex articulation and higher integration simultaneously. The first
characteristic comes from the fact that the elements get more and more
mixed up as they move from the state of absolute segregation (Antisphairos)
to that of total unification (Sphairos). The second is caused by the ascending
power of Love. But this tendency, as was explained above, works up in the
first part of the phase of ascending Love. There follows a second part when
the influence of Love prevails to such a degree that things start getting fused
as they are prepared for their final dissolution into the Sphairos. Now
increased unification must go with less internal differentiation at the cosmic
level as a whole and in each existent within it. Distinction of parts and
members start to coalesce into “whole-natured forms”, odAodveis Timor.
This process becomes more and more pronounced, till we reach the complete
interpenetration of the elements in the otherwise undifferentiated Sphairos.
The law of development in the phase of ascending Love (comprising both its

parts) gives therefore the following sequence:
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(@) povvoueAd yvia. (B58) -
(b) combinations (B57, 79, 60, 61) -
(c) odAogpueis TomoL (B62)

The appearance of sex belongs in this phase to (a) as isolated members and to
(b) in organic compounds. In (c) there is no sharp, well-defined
differentiation of members, including the vocal parts and the sex organs, as is
explicitly stated in B62.7-8:

1 ’ ’ ) \ ’ ) ’
OUTE TLTTW /.LE}\G(UV €paTov 86[1/(15‘ G}Ld)aLVOVTGS

(R E] \ 7 b 7 k] ’ ~
OUT €VOTITMV OLOV T €TTLYwWpPLOV aVSPCLUL yvlov.

We may envisage a gradual blurring of distinctions and divisions in the
perfectly developed organisms leading to more and more coalescing integrals
(odAodpueis Tmou ). (a), (b) and (c) clearly characterise the beginning, the
middle and the final period of the phase of ascending Love from Antisphairos
to Sphairos.

But B62 cannot refer to the concluding part of this phase in the Cosmic
Cycle. For in the fragment the odAoguveis TomoL come before (mpdTa ) the
full differentiation of sexes, not after it. This is also observed by Simplicius, in
Phys. 381.29 sqq.: elmévros 8¢ Toi "EumedorxAéovs év 7& Sevrépw TdV
Duowdv mpo Ths TV dvSpelwy Kal yvvaikelwy owpdrwy dapbpdoews
TaUTl\, Td gﬂ'n etc.

Now the developments in the two cosmic phases are the reverse one to the
other. This has been explained above with reference to the cosmic processes;
but it also necessarily applies to the organization of life in each world period.
The law of development during the phase of ascending Strife (in the
movement from Sphairos to Antisphairos now) postulates therefore a

zoogonic sequence on the pattern:
(© - (b) - @)

Things get started with the formation of ovAoguels TUmor of high unification
and homogeneity under the sway of still overwhelmingly powerful Love.
More and more differentiation is introduced, more and more variegation is
caused by the unremitting acceleration of the universal circumvolution as
Hate becomes stronger and stronger. At some point a harmonious balance is
achieved between differentiation and unification. After that the segregating

influence of Hate takes the upper hand and existences begin to be rent apart.
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The dissolution of created entities continues constantly intensifying, till the
uncreated divine elements are coacerbated in totally separate places, in the
absolute self-satisfaction of isolation (Antisphairos).

B62, 63 refer to the sequence (c) - (b) in the phase of ascending Strife. They
belong to Strifes zoogony. There is also an eloquent reminder of the
obtaining situation in B62.6: Tovs (sc. odAoduels Tomovs) uév wip avéme-
wire Gédov mpos ouoiov (xéolac. Fire and earth (and water; v. B62.5: dudo-
Tépwy U8aTds Te kal eldeos (= fire) aloav éyovres) coexist: it is the tendency
of fire to get out of (and separated from) the earth, and to reach its own
(0éov mpos ouoiov ikéobou ), which creates the odAoduets Tdmor. (Since the
fire comes up into the air in this “desire” of it, air is also mixed in the
resulting compounds of the other three elements; not to mention that air will
also exist in considerable quantity at this stage within earth as well). So this is
taking place during the process of differentiation of the all inclusive universal
unity, the Sphairos.

Aristotle seems to provide in this connection a striking illustration of how far
we may misunderstand his meaning if we fail to provide appropriate
framework to his dense and hypopnematic argumentation. In Physica B, 7,
having before explained the doctrine of the quadruple causality, he explains
natural teleology. Empedocle’s comes naturally up for criticism. Aristotle
takes exception to the idea of an “as-if” teleology activating natural processes;
he considers, rightly, Empedocle’s as a prominent exponent of that theory.
He criticises the (a)-(b) zoogonical sequence. Among other things, he argues
in the main, that a monstrosity presupposes a normality which can be
corrupted in its first principle in order to result to the monstrosity in
question. It is not what is regularly happening (unless impeded) that can be
explained by a chance adaptation that proved successful, but on the contrary
chance combinations are needed to explain miscarriages in the more or less
steady workings of nature. The natural is normal, and requires an altogether
different kind of explanation than chance arrangements, namely a
teleological perspective, since 7 ¢piois 7@V évexd Tov altiwy (éoTi),
198b10-11.

In this context he comes back to Empedocle’s (a)-(b) sequence. 199b1 sqq.:
Ez 8';] é’O'TLV gVLa Ka’TU‘. TE’XV")V E’V O;:g 7'6 O’PB(I)S é’VEK(i TOv, G,V 8% TOES Ci’.LapTa—
VO/,LE’VOLS gVGKa IJ«E/V TLVOS E”TTLXGLPE?TU.L &)\)\’ d’fTOTU'deVGTaL, (5‘[1«0[(1)9 (’iv gXGl
Kkal év Tols puaikols, kal Td TépaTa duapTiuara éxelvov Tod évexd Tov.
Kkal év Tols é dpyfis dpa ovoTdoeot T Povyevi (i.e. we find ourselves now

in the combinations resulting from chance mixtures of members at the first
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part of Loves zoogony according to Empedocle’), el un mpds Twva Spov kai
TéMos Suvara N éAlely, Siadletpopévns dv dpyiis Twos éyiyvero (as
Aristotle maintains, and against Empedocle’s who would not recognize any
prior distinct principle whose failure would produce the monstrosities),
domep vov Tob améppartos. The viv contrasts to é¢ dpyfs. The Aristotelian
point is that just as now (i.e. in this order of things obtaining now) genetic
malformations or malfunctions are due to some flaw in the seed or semen
(which is one kind of principle of organic life) - so at the beginning of the
Empedoclean world-period (where the monstrosities appeared first) there
should obtain a principle of normality whose corruption would occasionally
lead to miscarriages of the normal, and normative, processes of nature.

As a side-thought to this last turn in his argument, Aristotle remarks, 199b7-
9: é,'TL (iV(i'yK'T] 0'7T€’ppa '}/GVG,O'HG.L WP(?)TOV, dAAd I.L'f‘] 61301‘)5‘ 'T(i C(,?)a' Kal: 7'6
“ovAogues uév mpdra” omépua 7v. He merely adds (still against the (a)-(b)
Empedoclean sequence of Love’s zoogony), that there could not in his view
be animals before their semen; as Empedocle’s seems to acknowledge by
putting his ovAoueis Timou first; which first ovAodueis imor are according
to Aristotle semen. But this 0dAoduvés is clearly imported here from a
different Empedoclean context: Aristotle has “omépua 7v”, not “oméppa
éorw”. Far from undermining Empedocle’s double zoogony, Aristotle
indirectly here confirms it. There are two zoogonical sequences: one starting
with single members and monstrosities simple and compound; the other
beginning with odAogueis rdmor. And more importantly, Aristotle proves
that the odAogueis Tdmou are not stable organic compositions as against the
instable concoctions of members, but more or less internally undifferentiated
formations. On the other hand, the equation odAodvés = oméppa is
Aristotle’s own construal and projection. The Empedoclean odAodueis Tdmou
must have been gigantic. Smaller and smaller entities are effected as the
history of the Universe proceeds in the now obtaining phase, this diminution
in size resulting from the increasing velocity of global circumvolution, itself
the physical manifestation of the continuously increasing dispersive power of
Strife. A confirming testimony to this deduction is provided doxographically;
A77 = Plutarchean, Epitoma, V 27, 1 (DG p. 440.8-10): Tods 8¢ viv avbpd-
mous Tols mpdTois aupBaddouévovs Bpepdv éméyerw TdEw.

B64 also seems to corroborate the same conclusions, at least according to its
more natural and direct interpretation. The reminiscence that generates
sexual desire correlates nicely to the Platonic doctrine in Symposium 191A: it
is a recollection of a former unity that drives the two sexes together. Thus an
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obAogurys Tmos (without characteristic sex, as in B62.11) should be
presupposed working in the encitement of sexual love. It cannot be a
remembrance of monstrosities (separate members or misfits) that arouses it.
In the cosmic phase we are living in, zoogony started with undifferentiated
wholes, not with differentiated parts.
There remains to account for the troublemaking doxographical piece A72:
*Eumedoris Tas mptas (1) yevéoes 7dv {dwv kal purdv undapuds
(;AOK)\"}POUS '}/EVEIO'GU.L, dUU‘U«(ﬁUéO’L 8% TOfS l.LOP[OLS 8L€g€u'}/‘l1/€’va§, T(}.s 8% BEU—
Tépas (2) ovpduopévwy TOV pepdv eldwlopavels, Tas 8¢ Tpitas (3) TOV
oAodudv, Tas 8¢ TeTdpTas (4) odkéTi éx TOV Spolwy olov ék yijs Kkal
Udatos, dAAd 6 aAAAwy 767 etc. The first generation is that of single
members, not whole organisms. The second mentioned is one of (chance)
coallocations of members resulting in entities like the mixed beings of
mythology (idol-like). The third is that of odAogvels and the fourth is the
one endowed with the power of procreation. There seems to be implied an
increasing level of unity and articulation; the odAodueis look like meant to be
stable organic compositions as distinct from the idol-like compilations of
category 2. If so, category 1 corresponds to my (a) above, while categories 2,
3 and 4 to (b), indicating internal subdivisions within it. But it is more likely,
that this doxographical piece represents a (compilators) misunderstanding of
the sources. If we construe in an Empedoclean way odAoguveis and if we,
consequently, reverse the order of categories 3 and 4 (since differentiation of
sex precedes the decrease of differentiation characterising the ovAodveis
7ot in the world-period of ascending Love), then we obtain this broad
correspondence:

1—(a)

2,4 (b)
3 —(c)

Which, we saw, is the pattern of development during the phase of ascending
Love. The reverse is the one obtaining during the phase of ascending Strife.
To cut through the doxographical piece by assembling 1 and 2 in the former
phase and 3 and 4 in the latter is mistaken on many counts that have been
observed by a number of scholars. It should be remarked how more accurate,
so far as it goes, Censorinus’ report is (de die natali, 4, 7-8, a passage above
quoted). It is misleading to put the two testimonies side by side as in Diels,
Doxographi Graeci, p. 189. Censorinus preserves the uncorrupted or
unconfused doxographical tradition, as against the Plutarchean Epitoma.

Relative material is completely missing from Stobaeus. On a more general
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plane, this is one more instance of how precarious the reconstruction of an
“Aetius” is. One final terminological point.

At the starting dissolution of Antisphairos, the power of Love is small in
extension; while it is very great at the beginning of Sphairos’ disintegration.
In this sense talk of ascending Love, respectively Strife, at those periods seems
bizarre and may be misleading. But their powers are correspondingly
steadfastly rising. And the dynamics is the substance of the matter. The
process of the dissolution of Antisphairos is, once started, ineluctable; and the
operative principle of the dissolution is Love. Similarly in the opposite case.
So talk even of the Era of Love / Strife (émi tjs @Aérnros /| émri 700 Nel-
kovs ) is in this way justified. And it seems to be countenanced by
Empedocle’s himself; as when in describing the developments activated by
the end of Antisphairos he emphasises their end result, namely the state of

Sphairos (cf. b35.5; a(ii)20).

[7] It is worth mentioning that recent developments in scientific cosmology and
astrophysics betray uncanny analogies to cardinal Empedoclean ideas. In
contemporary theoretical physics, weird, apparently, speculations are tested
experimentally and supported by evidence drawn from soundings into the
World’s past.

One such examination project is the following. An American satellite called
the Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) has provided more
precise answers to a number of questions relating to the structure of the
Universe and to the Beginning and End of Time (Reports in The Economist
February 15th, 2003 and in The New York Times, February 28, 2004). The
WMAP scans the Universe measuring small variations in the cosmic
microwave background, i.e. cool radiation created 380.000 years after the Big
Bang. The angular resolution and temperature sensitivity in its scanning
seem sufficient to establish certain startling results.

The Universe looks like being composed of three substances. One, a mere
4.4% of it, consists in “ordinary” matter (the stuff of atoms). Another
approximately 23% of the Universe is made of “cold dark matter” (nature
unknown). The third and by far greatest part, up to about 73%, is the
mysterious “dark energy”.

Litdle is know about these larger components of the Worlds constitution. But
dark energy acts as a repulsive force, driving the rest asunder and tearing
things apart. Dark energy is thus the polar force to gravitation, a Netkos
against cosmic PiAia.
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In fact a theory as to the Big Bang seems also to have been confirmed by the
WMAP. “Inflation”, which is set to have caused and sustained the beginning
and earliest development of the Universe, appears to be some kind of brief
and violent antigravitational force, thus a manifestation of repelling,
dispersing “dark energy” or Neikos, when, at the beginning of time, it
resumed its unassailable rights.

Finally, there is now envisaged the possibility that a Big Rip at the End of
Time will answer the Big Bang at its beginning. If the dark energy is strong
enough, the Universe may in the end be completely pulled apart. First the
universal expansion is speeded up, then galaxies spin apart, then stars and
planetary systems, then planets explode, then atoms are rent asunder, finally
protons and neutrons rip apart. At the end only the ultimate constituents of
matter remain, probably electrons and quarks, totally incommunicable to
each other, in awesome isolation.

It is tempting to correlate this state of the Universe to the Empedoclean
Antisphairos. And by parity of speculation, the state of the World before the
Big Bang to the Sphairos, a totally unified, homogeneous, dense condition of
matter. So we have matter and its ultimate elements (the four Empedoclean
roots or electrons and quarks nowadays), two forces one of friendly attraction
(Gravitation - @Aia) and one of hateful repulsion (Dark Energy - Neixos), a
pre-Big-Bang Sphairos and a post-Big-Rip Antisphairos. We are now moving
towards the Big Rip under the influence of Dark Energy (Netkos ). One only
thing remains to complete this picture of general homologies. Are the cosmic
processes as a whole cyclical? Is there a reverse movement from post-Big-Rip
state to pre-Big-Bang state? Should Gravitation and Dark Energy be exactly
equipoised the pendulum must start moving in the opposite direction once
one of its polar, extreme positions has been reached. There would then be in
rerum natura an Oath of Necessity between @uAla and Neixos.

The following text of the Empedoclean fragments is meant not as an edition, but as a
working tool in illustration of the proposed unifying reconstruction of Empedocle’s
poem and system. However, a few textual changes have been made and a very
selective apparatus added, together with occasional indicative explanations.
Comparationes numerorum between this arrangement of the Fragments and Diels-

Kranzs sequence are subjoined at the end.
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a) Ilpooipov (Kabappoi) Nos. 1-36

[Empedocle’s condition. Truth of his Word]

B112
& pido, ol péya dotv kara Eavbod Axpdyavros

’ b Sy ¥ ’ k) ~ 4 b4
valer’ av’ dkpa méAeos, ayaldv peAednoves Epyw,
Eelvwv aidotol Ayréves, kaxdrnros dmewpo,

/’ b b \ y e ~ \ ¥ b ’ /
xaiper’™ eyw & Vuiv beos auBpotos, ovkért Bvmris
TwAedpuaL weTa TaoL TETULEVOS, WO TEP EOLKAL,
Tauvias Te mepioTemTos aTépeaiv Te Balelots.
Tolow dp’ et av ikwpou és doTea TyAebdovTa,

3 / b \ \ ’ (4 3 ¢ y e
avdpaow nde yuvarél oefilopar ol 8’ au’ émovral
puplow é€epéovTes, 6L wPOs Kképdos aTapmos,

ol uév pavToouvéwy kexpmuévor, ol &’ éml vodowy

/7 bl / ’ bl /’ /’
mavTolwv émifovo kAVew edmréa Balw,
\ \ ~ /7 k) 3 ’
Smpov &7 yalemrfijoL memapuévol <apd’ 0OUVnOW».

V. Diogenes Laertius VIII 62: 67t 8° Av Axpayavrivos ék Zikelias adrds
évapyduevos Tdv Kalbappdv dnow “d pido etc.” .
v.3 kaxérnros dmepor: cf. B144: vyoredoo kaxérnros
v.7 Tolow sc. Tawviais et oTépeoty

au’ b7’ av Planudes, codd. Diogenis: au’ av

codd. Diogenis primarii: <6’> eb7” av Kranz

-~ e 3 S I N ~ \ ~ bAY .
Tolow du’ b7’ dv: <mdo 8&» Tots dv Wilamowitz:

maol 8 dp’ et dv Wright

* %k x
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B114

@ pido, olda pev otver’ arnlein wapa pibous,
oUs €éyw efepéw* pdda 8’ apyalén ye TérukTau
avdpdot kal SvolnAos emi ppéva mioTios opu).

X Kk X

3

B113
aAAa Ti Tolod’ émikey’ woel péya xpfud TL TpAoowy,

€l Bvmrdv mepleyut moduplepéwv avlpdrmwv;

X kK

[State of Blessedness]
4

B 128
006¢é Tis M kelvorow "Apns Beds 0vde Kvdouyuds
00d¢ Zevs LaciAeds ovdé Kpdvos ovde [looedddv,
aAAa Kimpis Baoidea.
\ e b k) /7 k) / (4 /

TV ol Y’ evoePéecow aydAuaow iAdoKovTo
yparTois Te {iowoL pporol Te dardaledduots

’ bS] /7 ’ / 7
outpvns 7 axkpirov Buciais AyBavov Te Buchdous,
EavBdv Te omovdas peAiTwy pimrTovTes és oddas

’ 3 /7 / k) /’ /
Tavpwy 6 akpnToloL pévois ov deveTo PBwuds,
aAAa. pioos TobT’ éokev év avlpwrmoiat uéyioTov,
Bupov amoppaloavTes éw>édpevar néa yuia.

In mept pvioews (Beoyovia = koopoyovia ) teste Porphyrio,

de abstinentia Il 21: aAAa katl map’ EumedoxAéovs, 65

mepl THs Oeoyovias Siefuwv kal mepl TGV GupdTwy

mapeudalve Mywy “o0dé etc.”

v. 8 axprrowot Scaliger, DK: dkpiroio codd. Porphyrii:
axpdrowot codd. Eusebii PE.: dppriroiot Fabricius, Kranz

X kX



RECONSTRUCTION OF EMPEDOCLES’ POEM XXIX

B 130+77+78
Noav 8¢ kTida mavTa kal avlpwmroiot Tpoa Y,
B7pes T’ olwvol Te, pthodpoaivn Te Sedriet.

«bévdpea 6> éumedSPuAda kal éumeddrapma TébnAev
kapmdv apbovinor kat’ Népa mavt’ éviavTév.

% kX

[Another case of blessed wisdom like Empedocles’: Pythagoras]
6

B 129

3 / 3 7. 3 \ ’ 3 ’

MY 8€ Tis €v Kelvolow avijp mepLdTLa €LOWS,

0s &1 punKioTov TpaTidwy ékTHoaTo TACDTOV,
mavTolwy Te LAATTA COPAY <> Empavos épywy:
omrmdre yap waonow dpéfairo mpamideaow,

pel’ G ye TV SVTwY TAVTWY AeUTTETKEY EKATTOV
kai e 6éx’ avbpdmwv Kkal T’ elkoow aldvesa.

* k%

[Divine Wisdom concerning Gods]
7

B 132
6ABos, 6s Oeiwv mpaidwv éxtioaTo mAodTov,
Setdds &, i aroTbecaa Oedv mépt 86Ea uéunAev.

v.2:cf. B131.4
Salvationis fundamentum gnosticum, i.e. scientia de rebus divinis
naturalibusque.

% kX
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[Necessity and the Law of Genesis]

B115
éorw Avdykns xpiua, Oedv yidiopa madady,
aidiov, mAaTéeoot kaTeoppmyouévor GpKots

3 / 3 ’ / ’ ~ 4
€0Té Tis dumAakinat pévwe pida yuta puyn,
welkel 0> 6s k(€ ) émloprov dpapTroas émopdoant,
Saipoves olte paxpaiwvos Aeddyaat Bloto,
Tpls v puplas dpas amd paxdpwv aAdAnclau,
duopévous mavroia dua xpévov eidea OvyTdv
apyaléas Bidroio peradAdooovra keAevbous.

N’ \ 4 /. / /7
aibépiov pev ydp ope pévos mdvTovde duket,

’ % \ 3 ki /’ ~ bS] k] \
movTos 8 és ybovos oddas amémTuoe, yaia 8’ és adyas
NeAiov paébovros, 6 8 aibépos EuPare divaus:
aAAos 8’ €€ aAAov déxeTat, oTUYéovoL 8 TAVTES.

-~ D \ ~ bl \ / D 4
TV Kal éyw viv elput, puyas Bedbev kal aAnTns,
Neirei pawvopévar miovvos.

V. Plutarchus, de exilio, 607c: 6 8 "EpumedoxAfs €v dpys s ¢idooodias mpoa-
vadwrioas “éoTw... aAGTns” etc.
v.5 Cf Oeol SoAyalwves, B 21.12;23.8

v. 14 Neikei... miovvos: cf. Neikeos e’vveafno‘w, B22.9

* kX

9

B 142

(according to O. Primavesi, Die Haiiser von Zeus und Hades: zu Text
und Deutung von Empedocle’s B 142 D.-K., in Cronache Ercolanesi
33/2003 p. 59)

76v & o7’ dp Te Aids Téyeol Sopor aly[ibyoo ]

[0 ]re T[{ 7 | “ASov 8é[yeTar mv Jki[v Jv oréyos [ [3] ].

* kX
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10

B 125

3 \ \ -~ 3 7 \ ” L] 4

éx pev yap Lwdv érifle vexpo. elde’ apelBuwv,
<€k 0¢ vexpdv {hovTa.

% k& X

11

B 126
(7 Saipwy THs yevéoews sc. Aphrodite )

Capk®v AANOYVATL TEPLTTEANOVT A YITDVL.

Xk x

12
B 148
(7o ) Yuxf) mepikelpevor cdua )
audBpéTny xbéva
* % %
13
B 153a

[75 yotv Bpédos doret TeAerobobar év émrra. éBSopdoy,
ws "EumedokAis alvirrerau év Tots Kabapuois |

X %k x

14

B117
70m yap ToT €yw Yevdumy Kobpods TE KopT TE
Bauvos 7° olwvds Te kal é€alos éAAomos tybis.

* %k x
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15

B119

3 ¢ ~ \ / b4
Ef OoMS TLUTMS TE KAL OTTOV UTKEOS O)\BOU...

Cf.B128; B 115.

* % ok

16

B 120

LA IQY € 5w e s
n}\UGOPLGV 7'08 VT QVTPOV UTTOOTEYOV...

Mundus significatur

X >k X
17
B116

(4 Xépis)
O'TU’}/GIEL 8150'7')\7]7'01/ AV(i’)/K'T]V

X >k Xk
18
B118

-~ / \ /’ 3 \ k) ’ ~
kAadod Te kal kwkvoa dwv dovvilea xdpov.

* kX

19

B 154a
/’ [ ~ / 7
(mémotar 6 Tis ovvnlelas kukedv )
wdivds «1’> 38Uvas «Te> kukéwv AmdTas Te Yoous Te

X kK
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......................... aTepméa ydpov,
&ba Dévos Te Kéros Te kal dAAwv €bvea Knpdv
k) ’ ’ \ /7 b4 [ /
avypunpal e Nooow kal Zniies épya Te pevord
"Arns av Aeyudva kaTd okéTos YAATKOVOLY.

v.4 nAdokovow: cf. Homer B470

* ok X

21

B 122

&b’ foav Xbovin te kal ‘HAémny ravadms,
Aipis 0 aipardesoa kal Appovin Oepepdms,
Ka\ord) 7> Aloypr Te, Obwod Te dnvain e,
Nnuepris 7° épbecaa peAdyrovpés 7° Aoddea.

% >k x

22

B 123

Puod> e POyuévm Te, kai Edvain kal "Eyepots,
Kwd) 7° Aorepdris e, mohvorédpavis re Meyiord)
kal Popim, Zwm 7€ kat "Oppain...

% kX

23

B 124
& mémou, & ethov Bvmrddv yévos, & duadvoAPov,
Tolwy ék T’ €pidwv ék Te aTOVaYDY éyéveale.

% >k X
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24

B 136

b /’ Vé ’ k] 3 ~
ov avoeale pévolo Suomyéos; ovk égopaTe
k) / / 3 ’ /
aAAAovs damrTovTes akndeiniot véoio;

* ok X

25

B 0 (apud B 136)

Bewpdv épedbovras pardpwv Geppoiot pdvoiow

%k X

2
B 138

oAk G fuytw dpdoas
27
B 137

wopdny 8 aAAdfavra marip didov vidv delpas
opdle émevydpevos uéya vimios: of 8’ dmopedvron
Aooduevov Biovtes: 6 8 ad viikovoTos SpokAéwy
/ 3 / \ 3 / ~

opalas év peydpoot kakny aeyivaro daita.

4 3 k4 o e\ 4 \ \ /’ ~

ws 8 aliTws maTép’ vids A kal punTépa Taides
Buudv amoppaloavte pidas kata adpkas Edovoy.

X kK
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28

B 145
’ ~ k) /7 /’
TovydpToL yaremriow aAdovTes kakdTnow
L4 ’ > 4 /7 /
oUmote Selkalwy dyéwv Awdrioere Bupdv.

v. 2 cf. mapéooe[Tar dAy Jea Bupd, d9 Martin-Primavesi.

X >k x

29

B 139
ool 671 00 mpodalev e SudAece vndees Nuap,
mplv ox€TAL épya. Sopds mepl xeldeor unricacba.

Cf. d 5-6 Martin-Primavesi

* ok X

[Purification of polluted State of Soul]
30

B 135

3 / ~ \ \ / ~ 3 /’
ov méAeTau Tois wev Oeuitov T68e, Tois 6 abéuiaTov,
3 \ \ \ 4 / \ 3 > /
AAAQ 7O pev mavTwy véuywov dia T’ ebpupédovros
ailépos Mvexéws TéraTaw dud T’ amAéTov adyTs...

Ex Aristotelis Arte Rhetorica (A, 1373 b 14 sqq.) primum versum restituit
. > / ~ \ ’ 4 ~ L) 4
Karstenius: o0 7méAeTat Tois pev dikatov T6d€, Tols 6 abéuioTov
Sturzius.
v.3 cf. B17.18 kal épos dmAerov Uifos
cf. B22.2 iAéxrwp Te x0cbv e kal odpavos B6e dAacoa

* k%
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31

B 140
dadvms pUAAwv dmro maumav éyeaba.

kX kX

32

B 141

Setdol, mavdeidot, kvduwy diro yeipas éxecbtau.
X >k >k

33

B 143

KPMVAWY ATT0 TEVTE TAUOVT <€V ATELPEL XAAKDL
xpM pev amoppimresta...

* ok
34
B 144
. .V")']O‘Teﬁo‘at KaKC;T”f]TOS.
Cf. B112.3 kaxdrnros dreipo.
* ok

35

B 127
3 / /4 ks / -~
év Onpecot MéovTes opetdexées yapaedvar
’ ’ 393\ 4 b /
ylyvovral, 8ddvaw 8’ évi 8évdpeawy Mukdpolaw.

kX >k k
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[End of Purification: condition of Empedocle’s in No. 1]
36

B 146 +147

b \ 14 / \ € / A\ ’
els 6¢ Téos pdvTeis Te kal Uuvorrddo kal inTpol
katl mpduol avlpdymowow émiyboviowot mélovrau,
v ) ~ \ ~ 14
&bev avafacToiot Beol Tuiot pépioTol.

3 / b 3 ’ 3 ’
abavdrois dAdowow ouéoTiol, avToTpdmelol
ebvres, avdpelwv ayéwv amdkAnpol, aTelpels.
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b) General Theory of Reality Nos. 37-74

[Way of Truth]
37

Fr. 133

Ol)K élO'TLV WGA&UGG&GL éV 6q§9a)\poi0'w €,¢LK7'6V

Nuerépots M xepol AaSelv, frép ye peylorn
melods avlpdymoiow dpadiros els ppéva mimreL.

v. 2 fymép ye Karsten: fimrep 7e DK: 7jmep 7€ codd.

X kX

38

B 131

b) \ b ’ 174 4 b4 -~
€l yap épmuepiwy évexév Twos, dufpote oboa,

(4 /’ 14 [ \ /7 k) ~
NueTépas peAéras <«ade Tow> dua ppovTidos ENbeiv,
evyopévwr viv adre mapioTaco, KaAAworea,

3 \ -~ / b \ ’ b ’
aupl Oedv pardpwv ayalbov Adyov éudaivovre.

v.4 cf.B132.2
mepl pioews ac dudl Bedv idem opus esse; cf. B128; B132

* ok %
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39

B1
Tovoavin, ov 6¢ kADOL, Saippovos Ayyitew vié.

kX kX

[Pragmatism of Knowledge]

40

B111
/ y ~ ~ \ 4 bl
Pdppaka 8 600a YeyaoL KAKDY Kal YNpaos dAAKap
medoy), émel potvw ool éyw kpavéw TAde mavTa.
mavoels 8 dxapudTwy avéuwy pévos ol T’ éml yalav
Spvipevor mvotaiot karadduwibovow dpodpas
kal mdAw, Ny é0éAnaba, madlvtira mvedpar(a ) émdteis:
4 3 b4 ~ ’ > /
thioews 8 €€ SpBpoto keAauwvod kalpiov adydy
k) ’ 4 \ \ > ~ ’
avbpirmrots, Ooeis 8¢ kal é¢ avyuoto Oepelov
pedpata Sevdpedipemrta, Td T albfépl dicoovTar,
déeis 8 & "Aildao karapOyuévov uévos avdpds.

v.8 7d 7 albép dicoovrar Wilamowitz: 77’ alfépt varjoovrar cod. P!
Diogenis: 7d7’ év 0éper drfjoovran P2 Tatabepwains Svra B: rdre Oéper-

V(l‘f’]O'OVTaL F: T(iT’ ai@e’pca Gﬁaovrac Tzetzes: Té.T’ éV 0€/p€L é’O'OVTaL 2 Té.

7> albépt varioovrar DK: 74 7 alflépt vawerdovor Bollack.

* ok

41

B5

...oTeyacaL Ppevos éAAomros elow.

Cf.B 110

X kK
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42

B2
\ \ \ ’ \ ~ ’

oTEWWTOL eV Yap TaAduo kaTd yuia kéxvrTar
moAAa 8¢ 8elX’ éumrara, Ta T’ dpBAIvovot pépiuvas.
madpov 6 év {wijo Blov uépos ablprioavres
wkdpopou kaarvoto Sikny apbévres amémrav
avTd udvov mewobévres, 6Twi mpooérupaey EkaoTos

4 b} / \ 3y @ ~ k4 ¢ ~
TAVTOT” €AQUVOEVOL, TO O GAOV <Trds> eUxeTaL €VpeLY:

¢/ ¥y 3 \ /7Q% / el /
oUTws oUT’ €mdepkTa TAS aAvdpdow oUT’ émakoveTA

4 / ’ \ 3 o bl N TQY Y /
oUTe VowL TEPLANTTTA. 0V O 0bv, émrel 08’ éAdabns,
mevoear ob mAéov 1) ye BpoTein unTis Spwpev.

v. 1 kéyvvraw codd: 7éravrar Pap. Herc. 1012

v.2 cf.a 7’ apBAdvovo wepipvas, B110.7

v.6 «mas» Bergk, DK: «ris dp’> FrOnkel: <oddeis> Bollack

v.9 distinxit post medoear Bollack
mAéov metri causa edd.: mAetov codd. Sexti
fortasse medoeat, o0 (i.e. dmov) wAéov etc. [The sense: since you have
wandered here, you will get the knowledge (denied to mere men), here
where mortal wisdom waxes full].
7 e scripsi: ye codd. Sexti: 7j¢ DK: % Stein
Cf. dv Béuis éoTw épmueplowow arodew, B3.4

o0 Aéov 1) ye: 0b mAéov oUrt Frinkel

% kX

43

B3
aAAa Beol TGV pév paviny amotpéfate yAdoons,
éx 8 oolwv oTopdTwy kabapy dyeTeboaTe TyyMy.
\ 14 4 ’ / ~
kal o€, moAvurioTn AevkwAeve mapbéve Moboa,
avropat, v Béuis éoTiv épmueplolow axodew,
/’ b k) ’ k] / b 3 /7 ¢/
méue map’ Eooefins éAdove’ ebnpiov dpua.
\ ’ b k] /7 ’ ¥y ~
unde oé y’ evddoio Puioerar dvbea Tyuts
\ ~ k) /’ b y 3 € ’ /’ 3 ~
mpds Bvnrdv avedéolou, ép’ di 0’ ooins mAéov elmeiv
/ . \ / \ ’ 3 3y ¥ /
Bapoei - kal ToTe 1) codins em’ dxpoat fodlew.
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ki >V >N ’ ’ ~ ~ 14

aAA’ ay’ dfpew maom mardum, i 8HAov ékaaTov,
4 >V b4 ’ /’ N L) 4

wijTe 7w’ Gifuv Eywv mioTe mAéoV 1) kaT dkovry

7) AKOMY €PLOOUTTOV UTTEp TPAVWUATA YAWDTTTS,

pwiTe TL TGV AAAwY, oméom Topos €oTi vofioa,

yulwv mioTw €puke, véel 8’ M 6fjlov €kaoTov.

Post B2 teste Sexto VII 124
v.4 cf.B2.9

* ok ok

44

B4

R \ -~ \ 4 /4 /4 3 -
aAAQ Kakols eV KAPTa U€NEL KPOTEOVOW ATLOTEV"
ws 8¢ map’ Nuerépns kéetar moTdpara Movons,
yvdb Siaconbévros évi amAdyyvowot Adyoto.

v.l  uélet Herwerden, D.K.: méAet cod. Inwood.

v.3  SwoanbBévros Diels: Sarunbfévros cod. Clementis:
Siarpiotévros Wilamowitz
évi omAdyyvowoi: cf. els dpéva B133.3; B105.

* kX

[Doctrine 1, mpdrov drove: the Elemental Roots of Existence.
First Revelation of Truth, first part of Divine Physics]

45

B6

Téooapa yap mavTwy plwpaTo mpdTOV dKove
Zevs apyns "Hpn te dpepéaPios 18 "Adwveds
Nrjoris &, 1) Sarpiois Téyyer kpotvawpa Bpéretov.

* kX
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46

B7
(Ta oTouyeia.)
ayévnra

* ok X

[Doctrine 2, GAAo &€ To épéw: Second Revelation of Truth.
doous is pikis. Two Opposing Principles (DeAia, Netkos )
of Communion and Repulsion]

47

BS§

AAAo 8¢ Tou épéw* Pots 0ddevds EaTwv amTAvTWY
Bvnrdv, 008€ Tis odAopévov BavdToio TeAevT),
alda pévov wikis e SidAAalis Te pryévrwy

£24 /’ % \ ~ 3 /’ k) /’

éoti, puois 8’ émt Tois ovopdlerar avlpirmoiaw.

X k& x

48

B9
(4 3 @ \ \ -~ /7 b (4 b 7 Yy
oL 8’ 67€ pev kaTa pdTa uyévt’ ws albép’ ibdwvrar
7 kaTa Bnpdv ayporépwv yévos 1) kata Bapvwy
Ne kat olwvdv, TéTE Pev 70 <Aéyouvaw yevéolau,
3 3 ~ \ 3y 3 !’ /
edre 8 amoxpwldot, T6 8 ad duadaipova wéTwov:
T 14 b 14 / 3 14 \ 3 Vé
7 Béuis <ov»> kaAéovot, viuw 8 emidmut kal avTos.

v.1 puyévra (sc. 7o oroyela). pyévr’ ws ailbép’ i«8wvrar> dubitanter
proposui: ptyev dws (sic) albfépt <6-8 litt.> codd. Plutarchi: puyévr’ els
albép’ lekwvraws Diels, DK
oi 8° 80” Ikn katd dTa piyévT’ els albépiov pds Bignone: of 8’ Se kev
kaTd ¢dTa pryév pdos aiblépos ikn Mullach, Panzerbieter: puyev ¢pds
albépu <kdpon> Burnet, van der Ben.
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v.3 76 <Aéyovows Reiske, DK: v <7 vel 8 lit.> codd. Plutarchi: 7é<8e paci>
Bernardakis, Inwood: 7d <8¢ ¢aci> Xylander: 7év <dpaoi> dubitanter
FriedlSnder: 76 «yé daow> Panzerbieter, Wright.

v.5 1) 0éus <ov> Bernardakis (in Plutarchi 820F), Bachet de Meziriac, Burnet,
Pohlenz: 7 0éuis (820F) vel elvar (1113 B) codd. Plutarchi: ot 6éuis 7
Wilamowitz: 7 8éuis <o0> DK (co0> Wyttenbach): 7 0éuis <avBpwrmoiots
van der Ben.

X >k X

49

B23
ws &’ omérav ypadées avabrpara mokiAAwow
avépes appi Téxvms UTO uNTIOS €0 SedadTe,
olT’ émel olv papifiwot moAvypoa ddppaxa xepoiv,
¢ !’ /7 \ \ /’ b4 3 4
appovin peléavre To pev mAéw, dAAa 8’ éAdoow,
éx TGV eldea TAOW AAlyKLa TOPoUVOUTL,
Sévdped Te ktilovTe Kal avépas node yuvalkas
Bijpds 7’ olwvods Te kal VdaTobpéupovas ixbos
kai 7€ feovs SoAiyalwvas Tyuiiot pepioTovs

4 / bl / /. / b o
oUTW 1 0 ATaTn Ppéva kauvvTw dAobev elvau
Bvnrdv, 6ooa ye Sfda yeydow adomera, Tyyny,
k] \ ~ ~ 3y ~ 4 ~ k) /
aAAa Topds TadT iobr, Beod mapa wibov drolvoas.

vv. 6-8 cf. B21.10-12

v.8 cf. B 146.3

v.10  yeydow ddomera Bergk, Inwood: yeydaow domera codd. Simplicii,
Bollack: yeydraow domera Diels, DK dubitanter

v.11  7adr’ sc. radices, elementa.

* ok %

50

B11
4 3 / / /’ 3 /4
viymioL 00 yap o Sodiydbpovés elot uépiuvad,
1} \ /7 / > 3\ 3 ’
ot 67 ylyveobai wdpos ovk €ov eAmilovow
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’):]/ TL KaTaeVﬁLO'K€LV TE KG,l\, e’féA/\vo@m (i7T(iV7'7]L.

v. 1 Boliyddpovés elow pepipvar; cf. 7d 7 auBAvovot pepipvas, B 2.2;
cf. B110.7

* >k x

51

B 15

k) N 3 \ ~ \ \ /
ovk av avip TowadTa codos dpeol pavreloarro,

4 ¥y /. -~ \ \ ’ /4
ws Sppa wév Te Pudai, 76 &7 BloTov karéovot,

, \ 5 s 7 ’ ’ \ v ,
Thpa pev odv elolv, kal opw mdpa Sethd kal éobAd,

\ \ / \ \ 3 \ / 3 Q\ v 3 3

mpiv 8¢ mdyev Te BpoTol kal <€mel> Adbev, ovdev dp’ elow.

Fortasse post B11, teste Plutarcho (adv. Colotem, 113C-D, p. 186.10: 70 uerd

7adr’ (sc. B11) émi Todvavriov av aitidoactow mapdoyot, Tob "EumedoxAéovs

AéyovTos “olk dv dvmp... ovdev dp’ elol”.

v.3 8eda Bergk, DK, Wright, Inwood: 8ewa codd. Plutarchi, Bollack, fortasse
recte, teste probabiliter Plutarcho (adv. Colotem, 1113D, p. 186.21
Pohlenz).

% kX

52

B12
b4 \ 3 4 337 3 / / 3 4
éx Te yap ovdap’ €ovTos apnyavoy éoTi yevéoltou
\ 3 9\ 3 ’ k] 4 \
kal T éov é€amoréofou avivvoTov kal dmuoTov:
3\ \ ~ > ¢/ 4 N\ 3 7
alel yap Ty’ €aTaL, OTNL KE TIS AUEY EPELOTL.

v. 1 ék 7e yap Diels, DK: ék Tod yap codd. Philonis, Bollack: ék e vel éx 700
codd. textus de MXG: éx yap Tod Wright, Inwood.
ovdap’ éévros Diels, DK: oddau) évros codd. Philonis: w1 dvros codd.
textus de MXG: un éévros Bollack, Wright, Inwood.

v.2 kai 7’ év Stein, DK, Wright, Indood: 76 7€ év codd., Wilamowitz: 76 7’

éov Bollack
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ééamoléobar cod. Philonis, DK: ééamoleiofar ceteri codd. Philonis: é£6A-
AvobBar codd. textus de MXG, Bollack
dmvorov Mangey, DK, Wright, Inwood: dmavorov codd. Philonis: dmpn-
krov codd. textus de MXG, Bollack.

v.3 cf.B110.1

7§ v’ éorau Panzerbieter, DK, Wright, Inwood: Ovjoectar codd.: Onoeirar
Bollack

X kK

53

B13

SQ /7 ~ \ \ ’ SQN ’,
OU8€ TL TOU TTAVTOS KEVeEOV 7T€)\€L OUSG TTEPLTOOV.

* ok

54

B 14

700 mavTos O 00OV kevedv: mélev odv Ti Kk’ éméNbou;
X %k X
55

B 18
DNy

56

B19
oyedtvmy DAdryra

X >k X
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B 16

(probably @Aia and Netkos)

b4 \ 4 / 3 \ ¥ 3 \ b )
ECTTIL YAp WS TAPOS NV KAl ECTETAL, ovd¢ ToT’, olw,

’ b ’ ’ 5 5
TOUTWV Cl[.L(,éOTEpU)V KEVEWOETAL AT TTETOS ALWV.

v. 1

58

B 17+a+Metaph. 1000a29-32 + Simpl. in Phys. p. 161.20 Diels

éaou yap ws mdpos By kal Lloyd-Jones, Wright, Inwood: el (vel Av) kal
mdpos v kal codd.: 7 yap kal mdpos ke kai DK dubitanter: v yap kal
’ 3 \ 3 Al \ ’ 3 ’ > . \ \
mapos v kai Bollack: v yap kai wdpos v kal <y’> Marcovich: kal yap
\ ’ 3 \ M . 0 \ \ ’ . \ M
kal wdpos My <Te> kal Schneidewin: 7 yap kal wdpos Av kal Miller,

Wendland: 7 yap kai wdpos Av <is> kal Nauck.

% k& X

[Doctrine 3: Third Revelation of Truth: AimrA> épé

€pew.

Cosmic Cyclicity in Two Opposing Phases
under Two Opposing Principles]

B 17.1 8im)’ épéwr ToTé pév yap ev nuéibn uévov elvau

10.

ek TAeOVvwY, ToTE O ad diédu AoV’ €€ €vos elvau.
Soun) 8¢ Ovmr v yéveas, Soun) 8 ambAeufis:
TV wév yap TavTwy ovvodos TIKTEL T OAéKeL T€,
7 8¢ maAw Sraduopévwr Opepleica duémr.
kal TadT’ aAAdooovTa duapTepés ovdaua Aryet,
&AAOTG \ @ A / / Y 3 ¢/

pev PuAoTnTL ouvepxduer’ els ev dmavTa,
aAdoTe 8’ ad 8iy’ éxaoTa popevueva Nelkeos éxbet.

4 ° \ 5 3 4 ’ ’

oUTws ML uev €v ék TAebvwv pendbnke pveabou,
18& mdAw StapivTos évos mAéov’ éxreAéfovat,
THL wév ylyvovrai 7€ kal oU chlow éumedos aicov
N 8¢ StaAAdooovTa diapmepes ovdapa Afyet,
TavTN &8 alév éaow dkivyToL KaTd KOKAOV.
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aAA’ dye pbwv kKAGOe puabn ydp Tou ppévas avéer
ws yap kal wplv éevra mpavokwy melpara uibwv,
SN’ €péw ToTe pev yap ev nuénin wovov elvar
9y ’ \ b 3 14 /7 bS] (4 \ 3
éx TAedvwv, ToTe 8 ab Siédu mAéov’ €€ €vos elvau,
~ \ \ ~ \ 37/ b2 ¢/
mp kal Udwp kal yala kal Mépos dmAeTov Uifos,
Neirés 7’ ovASpevov Siya Tdv, aTdAavTov dmdvTnL,
20. Kol @Méﬂf)g év Tolow, 1'0'7} pﬁkég Te TALTOS T€*
TV 0V vowt Sépkev, und duuacty Hoo Tednms:
nmis kad Bvmrotor vouilerar éuduros dpbpots,
~ ! 14 \ 4 b4 -~
T T€ PpiAa ppovéovor kai dpbuia épya Terodat,
Inbootvmy kadéovres émavupov 96° Appodirny
TV 0U TiS peTa Tolow EAlooouévny Seddnke
\ k) /7 \ ¥ 1é / k) k) /’
Bvmros avip: ov & drove Adyov aTéAov ovk amaTnAdy.

Tadra yap lod Te mavTa kal NAka yévvav éact,
TAs 8 AAANS dAAo uédel, mdpa 8’ Mbos ekdoTwt,
év 8¢ pépel kpaTéovat TepLTAopévolo ypdroto.
\ \ ~ V5 bl ’ QY O /’
30.  kalmwpds Tols oUT dp T émuylyveTaw 008’ amodyer
s’ \ 3 14 14 3 N v oy 5
elte yap éplelpovro duapmepés, ook Av €T Noav.
-~ % / \ ~ 14 \ / 3 /
TobT0 8’ émavénoeie TO AV Ti ke; kal wolev EAOSV;
-~ /’ b / 3 \ ~ b 3 Q\ Y A
i 6¢ ke knéamdloiro, émel TAVS ovSEV €pfjov;
AAN’ a7’ éoTw TadTa, 8 AAAGAwY Te BéovTa
’ 3y bl A \ N 3 ~
ylyveTaw AANoTe dAAa Kal Nvexes alev ouola.
a))6  [aAX’ év uév DASTYTL ouvepyd Juev’ els éva koo pov,
[év 8 "Exfpnu ye mdAw Siédu mAé Jov’ €€ évos elvau,
bl Gl / Y e 3 ¢ L] y @ ¥ 3 ’
[é¢ dv mavl Soa 77 v Soa 7’ €08’ 8 Joa T’ éooer’ dmicow
a(0)9  [6évdped T’ €BAAoTYTE Kal avépes [ nde yuvaikes,
a(i)l  [0]7pés 7’ olwvol [Te kail | v8aTolp[éupoves ixbis |
[k Jai € Oeol SoAwyaliwv Jes Tiufuo[t pépoTor. ]
[é]v T & dlooovTa [Sap Jepés ovd[apa Adyel]

[ Jokvijow dlvmo[w [ ]
[vJwAeués, 008é mof T’ ]
[moAA Joi 8 aidves mpérep[ot ]
[7plv ] TobTwv peraBivali ]

[mé v & dlooov[T Ja Swap[mepés oddaud Aty |
[655 ] 7€ yip 1éos plouB Iy e, 0ddE cehivm]

a(ii) 10 [op Juf <> THide yéuov[oa Te kai pOwibove’ amodiyer, |
[0l ]re v TV dAAwY [péver Eumedov odpavd doTpwy, |
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a(ii)20

a(ii)30

[aAJAa peTadrdooov[ T’ dioo Jeu kikAwt [dmavTa],

[eis 8 ]re pév yap yai’ [a3 JaTn Oéer néN[iSs Te]

[opatpd ]| 7> Somy 1) kafiv Jov ém’ avdpdot T[exunpacta |

[&s & afiTws Tad[e m JavTa 8 aAAAwy [mpobéovow |

[kdAXo Jus 77 aAA[oT [ lac[i] Témouvs mAay[yOévTa Kkal
dAAous- |

[mplv Tou K’ és | pecdaTous y[e ovve JoxSuev’ ev ufévov elev. |

[aAX’ 67 Je 67 Neikos [y av JurépBara Bév[le’ ikmra ]

8[tvn]s, év 6¢ péo[n] @[\ Jé6mms orpodd[Avyye yévnrau, |

év [T7] 67) Tabe mdvTa ouvépyerau €v [ubvov elvar. |

[o7ed [be 8’ Smrws un podvov av’ odara [pdbos iknrau ]

[15€] pev apdis édvra kAbwv [v Inuept[éa dpdlev- ]

[Sei Jéw oou kal av’ boa”’ iva pellov copfaTe kipet, |

[ JpdTov pev E6voddv Te SidmTvEly T[€ yevéOAns |

60fo Ja Te viv €ri Aovmra méMer TovTol0 T[dKOUL0,

TobTo puév [av | bnpdv SpimAdykTwy dy[pia $vAa, ]

ToD7T0 8 av’ afvBpd Jrwv didupov diua, [TodTo 8 av’
aypav]

ploopwy yévvmua kal apmeroBaufova Bérpuv- |

ex TAV ayevdi) képioar ppevi SelypaTa ulvbwv: |

Sifer yap Evodév Te dudmruvéiv Te yevédyfs.] T =300

In primum librum, teste Simplicio (In Phys. p. 157.25 sqq.): 6 8¢ *Epmedo-

~ % ) ~ ’ ~ ~
KA’I]S... OUTWS €V TW TTPWTW TWV ¢UO’LKU)V.

B17.5

10

13

18

19

OpedOeioa Panzerbieter, Diels, DK, Inwood: fpvdleioa codd.
Simplicii, Karsten: 8pudpfeio’ unus codex, Bollack.

Suémrrn: Scaliger, DK, Inwood: 8pemrr1) codd.

ex B26.8 inseruerunt Bergk, DK, Wright, Inwood.

18¢ Karsten, DK, Wright, Inwood: 7j 8¢ vel. 9 8e vel 7 8¢ codd.:
7 6¢ Wilamowitz, Bollack.

akivnrou (sc. elementa qua dei deaeque) codd., DK, Bollack,
Inwood, Wright: axivnrov Bock: akivntd Panzerbieter.

népos codd. Sexti, Athenagorae, Simplicii, DK: aifépos codd.
Plutarchi, Clementis.

dmAerov: codd. Clementis, Simplicii, DK: #miov codd. Plutarchi,
Athenagorae, Sexti.

amdvry: codd. Sexti, Hippolyti, DK: ékaorov codd. Simplicii:

éxdoTw Panzerbieter.
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25
28

29
30

31
33

34
a(i) 6

a(ii) 9

a(ii) 10

a(ii) 11
a(ii) 12

a(ii) 13

a(ii) 15

a(ii) 16

a(ii) 17

DuAérys codd. Simplicii, Sexti, Plutarchi, DK: @iy codd. Sexti in
alterum locum, Athenagorae, Hippolyti.

év codd. Simplicii, Plutarchi, DK: pera codd. Sexti in locum
utrumque, Athenagorae, Hippolyti.

wera Toiow Brandis, DK, Wright, Inwood: uer’ doowow vel
dooowow codd. Simplicii: per’ oowow Bollack.

Tds: cf. B30.2

cf. B26.1

&p T émyiverar DK: dpri émuyi(y Jverauw codd. Simplicii,
Wilamowitz (cf. Lucretius IT 296 auctore Bignone): dp émvyiveras
cod. Simplicii: dp 7¢é v yiverar Diels: dp ot émvylyveras Karsten;
008 dpi Tu yiverau Lloyd-Jones.

ok v € Jr’ Papyrus, MP: odkér’ iv codd., DK.

ke knéamdMoiro Diels, DK: (kal ) k1jpué dmréAoiro codd.
Simplicii: kat éamddovr’ av Karsten: kal éfamololaro Stein:
ke kfip’ amélovro Bollack.

Cf. B21.23; B26.3

7€ Janko: 8¢ codd. Simplicii: ye MP

ouvepySper’ correctio in Pap.: cuvepydped’ pr.m.

Pap., MP, Janko

[cho Jre scripsi, cf. a(ii) 15 és 8 adrws: [ol Jre MB, Janko
plYuB v scripsi: T[dpB Jnv Janko

é[xel, olre ceAiyn [ Janko

0vd¢ scripsi: ovre Janko

[0p Jufj<v> Primavesi, Janko

yéuov[oa Te kat pOwibovo’ dmoiye | Janko

[péver éumedov odpavd doTpwv | danko

[aA A6 peTadrdoov[T’ dioo Jee MP, Janko

dmavra Janko: amdvry MP

[els & Jre scripsi: &m 76 Jre MP, Janko

wev pap: fortasse uny

1éA[18s Te | MP: ved[iov €] Janko

[mpobéovow ] Janko: [Te Oéearev | MP

7 dAMot [ tac[i] Janko: 7° AN’ [ika Jve MP

mAay[x0évra kal dAAovs | Janko: mAay[x0évr’ idlovs Te | MP
[mplv Tou k és [ scripsi: [0l ot 81 ] Janko: [ad0aén?] MP

yle ovve JoxSuev’ €v ufbvov elev] scripsi: 7’ [eloe Joyoped’ év
wlévov elvar] MP, Janko
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a(ii) 18-20 <fB35.3-5

a(ii)18 [y’ av JumrépBara scripsi: [uév U JrepBara MP Janko

a(ii) 22 ¢palev Janko: 6éprev? MP

a(ii) 23 odpfate kiper?] MP: ocdpfat [ dpeiffe ] Janko ex gl

a(ii) 25 7[éK010? | MP (cf. d13 rexvddfn Joav): 7° [& Juop[a ]
Janko ex g3

a(ii) 26 dy[pia pda.] Janko: dy[pbrep’ eldm ] MP

a(ii) 27 aypdv? MP: dvfewv Janko

a(ii) 30 versum memorat Simplicius In Phys. 161.20

%k x
59
c+B 20
[ épya O JakTopa unricactou?, |

~ \ 3 4 /4 bl ’ b4
TobTO eV av BpoTéwv peAéwv apidelkeTov Sykov:
bl \ / / 3 3 5 4
aAAoTe uév DATnTL ouvepyoper’ eis €v dmavra

~ \ ~ /4 ’ 4 3 3 ~
yvia, 7o cdua Aédoyye Blov ba [Aéovros év druiu:
aAAote 8 adTe karfiow duaTunbévr’ *Epidecot,

/ ) y \ e ~ ’

mAdleTaw avdiy’ ékaoTa mept pyyuive Bioto:
o k] 4 /’ \ / 4 /
&s 8 avTws Bdpvowot kal iyBiow v8poperdbpors
bmpol T’ Spetdexéeaow i6¢ mTepofdpoot kipPats

v.1 cf.d6
[ elkeos eikevev épya Ou]arTopa Janko, sed opus principiorum
utrorumque describitur in sequentibus.

v.3 owvJepyduev’ post cor. Pap.; codd. Simplicii, DK: ouv Jepydued’ ante cor.
Pap., Martin-Primavesi, Janko.

v.4 o JAdovTos scripsi post cor. Pap. ut videtur: faAéovros cod. Simplicii:
Ba JAodvTos vel On JAofvTos ante cor. Papyrus ut videtur: faAéfovros codd.
Simplicii, DK, Inwood, Janko: n? JAotvros MP.

v.8 7’ dpeideyéecaw Schneider, Diels, DK, Janko (cf. b127.1):0 dpepueréecw
vel 7e pypeAéecow codd. Simplici: 7° dperpeAéecow Bollack, MP

% kX
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60

d+B139
[&v [ouy’ am’ aAMIAw[v | meoé[el v kal m[bT Juov émomety
[6 JAN’ aexalopév/o Jiow afva Jyka[ins ¥ Jmo Advypis
[om]mo[u Jévois: Ddiny 6¢ [kat E Jov[oin Jv vuv éyovow
["Ap Jruiar Bavdrowo wddos [uiv mapéo Jovrar.
otjuoL 87(1)’ 0d mpdabev e SudAeae vndees Huap, B 139.1
mplv xnAals oxérAl épya PBopds mépL unricacha: 2
[viv 8 Jé ,u.(iT"q[ v év ] 7éde véT[wi kaTéd Jevoa Tapeids:
[é€w Jvodpe[Ba ya Jp moduBevl]éa divov? | Siw,
[pvpla (€ ) odk | E0éXovor mapéooe[Tar dXy Jea Bupdn
[avOpdimois?: 1 Jueis 8¢ Adywv émfB[nmodu Jeb” adbis
[ketvwy: omméT Je 81) cuverdyyave pf Aoy Juos aTeprs
Jws avaywv o JAvmiufov Ja kpdow
(o Ja durddua Texvddl[m Joav
TV kal? v Jov €T Aelifava dépreTaun s
| ets Témov éoyaTiofv By
KAy Jyi kal aiTh
"A1ns Aet Judva Aaydvra
Jre? mepl Oy

1

cf. B139
d5a  [olJuou 87> 0d post corr. Pap. at videtur, codd. Porphyrii, DK, MB Janko:

o
e
N

[ol Juou a7 ob (sic) ante corr. Pap.

d6  mplv oxérA’ &pya Popds mepl yeileor uyricacbour codd. Porphyrii, DK

d7  év] t@8e vér[w dost corr. Pap., MP: 700 Jrw ye vér[w Janko

d10 émB[moéu et ante corr. Pap., Janko; émB[vioop Jev post corr. pap.: <a’»
émB[roop Jev MP

d14 v Jov ér Aelipava: cf. a(ii) 25 vov € Aovrd.

d15 v post corr. Pap.: Bf ante corr. Pap.
Hinc fragmentum f collocavit Janko.

d17 "Arys? AetJudva MP; cf. B 121.4. Cf. 78’ o7’ dvrpov vméoreyov, B
120. yains kel Judva Janko.

d18 Dubium quid post correctionem legabatur; an Jre? a?dre MP . Juro ante
correctionem: y Joro? a? Joré MP: €A Juro Janko, quod in textum recepit.

* kX
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61

B 10

favarov... dholryy...

X kX

[Transition]
62

B25

\ \ 4 [A) ~ / bl 3 ~
.. .kal 8ls yap, 6 Oel, KaAOV 0TIV EnaeLy.

* ok X

63

B 24
\ e 14 e 14 14
Kopueds €Tépas ETépniot TPOTATTWV
pbwy un TeAéew drpamov wiav,

v.2 pm teréew Knatz, DK, Inwood: pjre Aéyew codd. Plutarchi, Bollack:
w7 éAbeiv Lloyd-Jones.

% kX

[Recapitulation: Mixture of Elements under the Principles]
64

B 21

3 3y / Y37 /4 3 / /’

aAA drye, T6vO odpwv TPoTépwY EMLAPTUPA OEPKEY,
y \ 9 /4 / v ~

€l 7L kal év mpoTépolat AuréEvov émAeTo poppijt,

NéAov peév Aevkov opav kal Oepuov amdvr,

) e > A ’ U 3 ~

auPpora 8 600’ eldeL Te kal apyért SedeTar ady,
b2 b ~ / 4 3 /4

BuPBpov 8 év wao SvodéevTd Te pryaréov Te

éx 8’ ains mpopéovot edepva Te kal oTepewma.
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év 6¢ Kérw dudpopda kal dvdiya mdvra mélovrat,
ovv & €Bn év PuAérnTi kal aAAYAowat mobeirau.
bl / \ / y @ y 3 ¢ R4 \ ¥
éx TovTwv yap mavl Soa 7’ v Soa 7’ ot kal €oTau,
/. / 3 4 D / IQ\ ~
Sévdped T’ €BAATTNOE Kal avépes nde yuvalkes,
Bijpes 7 oiwvol Te kal v8aTobpéppoves iybis,
kal 7€ Oeol SoAuyaiwves Tyufior pépioTol.
3 \ \ v ~ 8 3 QAA ’A 8\ 9 /
avTa yap €oTw TabTa, 8’ aAAfAwy dé Béovra
I3 R 4 4 \ ~ 3 ’
ylyverar dAdowwmd: Téoov Sid kpTjots apelfet.

Post B17, intervallo longo posito, teste Simplicio (In Phys. 159.13): wAelova 6¢

dAda elmv émdyel ékdoTov TOV elpnuévwy TOV YapakThpa, TO wev mip Aoy

KAA®V etc.

v.3 Aevkov... Oeppov codd. Aristotelis, DK, Wright: Aapumpov... fepudv
codd. Plutarchi, Inwood: feppov... Aapmpdv codd. Simplicii,
Galeni, Bollack.
opdv codd. Aristotelis, Simplicii, DK: 8pa codd. Aristotelis,
Plutarchi, Wilamowitz: 6pd cod. Simplicii.

v. 4 > 800’ elder Te Wackernagel, DK, Bollack: 8¢ 6ooe 8¢ Te vel 6¢
800’ €8erau vel 8’ Sooa é8etro codd. Simplicii: 8’ oo’ I8er Te
Diels: 8° 800’ eiAy e Wilamowitz.

V.5 Svopéevra codd. Aristotelis, Plutarchi (§vodéovra alii): {opéevra
codd. Aristotelis: yvodéevra cod. Aristotelis post corr.

v.6 mpopéovat codd. DK: mrpoféovot Schone
BeAepva Hesychius, DK, Wilamowiz: eAnuvd vel. eAnud vel.
Oedjpara codd. Simplicii: feAnud Bollack: 0éAvpva Sturz, Diels,
Bignone.

v.9 éx TovTwv yap mawvld’ Soa T’ v Soa 1’ €T kal €oTauw codd.
Simplicii, DK, Bollack: é¢ &v wdv8’ oa 7’ v Soa 7° €08’ Soa
éorau émricow codd. Aristotelis: éx T@v wdvl Soa T jv Soa T
éotu kal éoTau dmriocow Wright, Inwood.

vv. 10-12 cf. B23.6-8

v. 14 Tégov dua. kpfjows DK, Bollack: Téyev dudkpiots vel idrpaots
codd. Simplicii: 7a yap éua kpfjows Wright, Inwood.

X kK
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[Recapitulation: Double Phase Cyclicity]
65

B 26
3 \ /4 / /. 4
€V O¢ uépel KpaTéOUTL TEPLTTAOULEVOLO KUKAOLO,

\ 7 b y \ k4 bl / ’
kal Ppliver els dAAYAa kal alieTar év uéper aloms.

3 \ \ b4 ~ b} 4 \ /4

avTa yap €oTw TadTa, & AAAGAwY b¢ BéovTa
ywovr(ar ) avbpwmol Te kal dAAwy ébvea Onpdv
b4 \ 4 / bl ¢ /
aAAoTe pev DIASTTL cUvepyOpLey €ls €va kKbT OV,
dAAoTe 8 ad 8iy’ éxaoTa popolpeva Neikeos éxbe,
elobkev €v ouppivTa 70 waY Uméveple yévyTau.
oUTwWs ML wév v €k TAevwy pepdbinke presbau
16¢ madAw StaptvTos évos mAéov exkTeAébovar,
T wev yiyvovral Te kai ol adiow éumedos aildv
< \ /7Q0 ’ \ > \ 4
M 8¢ 748’ aAAdooovTa Siauepes ovdaua Aryyet,
TaUTNL O alév €aow akivyTOL KATA KUKAOV.

Breve post B21, teste Simplicio (In Phys. 33.18): kal 6Alyov 6¢ mpoeAOwv

¢naLV' “E’V 8% l.LE’pEL... Kl;K)\OV”.

v. 1 cf. B17.29

v.3 cf. B17.34; B21.13

v. 4 Onpdv Karsten, Stutz, DK, Bollack: knpdv codd. Simplicii: Ovyrodv
Bergk

wv. 6-10 cf. B17.9-13.

* ok X

[The Mechanism of Communion and Repulsion.
General Theory of Mixture]

66

B 22

bl \ \ ~ 4 ~ 4 4
dpOuia pev yap TadTa éavtdv mdvTa uépecow,
’A /4 0 4 \ b \ 38 \ 6 ’A
NAéxTwp Te X0 Te kal ovpavos Boe Bddacoa,
oooa w év Bvyroiow amomAaxlévra médukev.
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(4 b k4 (73 ~ b 7 ~ b4
ws &’ alTws oa kpfjow émapkéa pdAdov éaow,
aAAPois EoTeprTar opowwbévr’ AppodiTnu.
exbpa <8° &> mAetoTov am’ aAAAwy Siéyovot pdAoTa
YEVVL T€ KPTOEL T€ KAl €IOETLY EKULAKTOLOT,

/ ’ Sy /7 \ / /

mavTn ovyyiveshar afbea kal pdda Avypd
Nelikeos évveoimow, 6T odlow yévvay Eopyev.

v.1 7adra éavrdv DK: éavrd (vel adra) éavrdv codd. Simplicii: éavra
éavTdv Bollack

v.3 amomAaylévra cod. Simplicii, DK, Bollack: dmomdayyxfévra codd.
Simplicii, Sider, Inwood

v.6 éxbpa <8 &> Diels, DK: éxfpa «6¢> Karsten

v.7 yévvy codd. Simplicii: yéver codd. Theophrasti

v.9 Neikeos évveainow: Panzerbieter, DK, cf. B115.4: veweoyevvéornow
codd. Simplicii: veikeoyevvnraiot Scaliger: veikeoyevvnriiow Kasten,
Inwood: veikeoyevvrrowo Sturz, Lobkec, Stein
yévvav &opyev Diels: yévvav dpyd codd. Simplicii: wav 6éuas opyd
Karsten: yévva év dpy# Wright coniecit, Inwood: yévvav <av>dpyad

Gallavoti

* ok X

67

B 32

... 80 &éer dpbpwv.

Cf. &pfuia B22.1; évdpOuiov BI1.1; édnoe B33

8o 6éer dpbpwv Cardini, Inwood. Cf. Solon F28c Ruschenbusch= Lucian,
Eunuchus, 10: kal poiyds édAw moté, ws 6 déwv ¢nalv, dpbpa év dplpois
éxwv, i.e. membrum virile in pudendis muliebribus: 8dw &éer dpfpov Diels, DK:

815 et (vel 8m) Spfidds codd. textus de lineis insecabilibus.

* ok
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68

BI1

(76 Uéwp )
olvwt . . . wdAAov évdpfuiov, adTap éAalwe
ovk ebéler.

v. 1 olvw §8wp pdAdov pév Stein

* k%

69

B 33

s 8 8 dmds ydda Aevicdv eydudwoey Kol ...
X >k Xk

70

B 34

&}\¢)L’TOV 1730.71 KO)\AT?G'GS.. .
Xk >k >k

71

B92

v TOOL KaTTLTép(UL ‘LLELXQGIVTO,... T(BV XG.)\KéV

* %k x

72

B93

Bioowe 8¢ yAavkis kékkos kaTauioyerar akTis,

kdkwos Diels, DK: kpdkov, kpérov, kpdvov codd.  Plutarchi: xékkov Xylander,

Flacelinre: k8prov Bollack: (yAaidkoio ) kpdkov Bennet, Inwood
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axtfs Wilamowitz, DK: dx7is vel nihil codd.: akris Flacelinre, Bollack,
Inwood, Wright

Bioow 8¢ yAavki kékiov kaTapioyerar dvfos Wyttenbach.

* kX

73

B 81

olvos amd pAowod méAeTau camev év EdAw Hdwp.

amd codd. Plutarchi, DK: 976 Xylander, Friedl6nder fortasse recte.

* ok

74

B 96
3 \ \ bl ’ 3 k] 14 /
7 8¢ xOwv éminpos év edorépvois yodvoiat

\ ’ ~ 3 \ /7 / 4 ¥
T 800 TV okTW pepéwv Adye NmoTidos alyAns,

/7 2 e¢ ’ \ 3 /7 \ /
réooapa &8 ‘Hpalorow, Ta 8 doTéa Aevka yévovro
(4 ’ / 3 ’ /7
Appovins kAAqow dpnpéra Beomecinbev.

In librum primum Physicorum teste Simplicio (In Phys. 300.19)

v. 1 edorépvows codd. Aristotelis, Simplicii In de anima, unus Simplicii In
phys., DK, Bollack: edrikros codd. Simplicii In phys., Sider, Inwood

v.2 7w Steinhart, DK, Wright: 7&@v codd. Aristotelis plerique: Tas codd.
Simplicii, unus Aristotelis, Bollack, Sider, Inwood: 7a cod. unus Aristotelis,
unus Simplicii
pepéwv codd. Aristotelis, Simplicii unus, DK: potpdwv codd. Aristotelis,
Simplicii, Bollack, Sider, Inwood

v.4 feomecinbev: codd. DK, Bollack: fecmrecinow Sider, Inwood
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The Cosmic Cycle
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a) Zdaipos and Phase of Advancing Netkos Nos. 75-128

[Zdaipos]
75

B 27
& olr’ Nediowo Sediokerar dyAaov eldos,
QN \ QY ¥ / / dQ\ /
006¢ pév o0’ alns Adoiov puévos ovdeé BdAacaa

v. 1 Sediokerar Karsten, Bernardakis, Pohlenz: dedirrerar codd. Plutarchi: deei-
deraw Cherniss, Inwood: Sediooerar Bollack

v.2 pévos Bergk, DK, Inwood: yévos codd. Plutarchi, Bollack: 6éuas Karsten:
obévos Pohlenz dubitanter in apparatu critico

* %k x

76

B27

&b’ o0’ Hellowo SieldeTar wréa yuia

) 'EI' e ’ -~ / 3 4
oUTws ‘Appovins mukivdl kpbdwe éoTrpukTa
2daipos kukAoTepns povint meprymbéi yaiwv.

v. 1 Sweiderar codd. Simplici, DK, Bollack, Inwood

v.3 cf.B28.2
poviy codd. Simplicii, DK, Bollack, Wright: pévn vel. povj alii codd.
meprynfél codd. Simplicii, Bollack, Inwood: mept 70’ 7 cod. Simplicii:
mepuifer codd. Marci Antonini: mepunyyéi DK, Wright
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yaiwv codd. Simplicii, Marci Antonini, DK, Bollack, Inwood, Wright:
aiwv codd. Simplicii

* ok

77

B 28

k] e 4 3 € A \ 4 3 ’
aAA’ 6 ye mavTobev ioos <€ob> kal mauTAY ATElpWY
Ldaipos kukAoTep)s povin mepinyéi yaipwv.

cf. Parmenides B8.49, 57

v. 1 <éot> Maas, DK, Inwood, Wright: <éawv» Grotius, Bollack: «énv» Diels:
<6pod» vel <opds» Wachsmuth

v.2 povin Diels, DK, Bollack: uévn codd. Procli: podvy codd. Achillei: pavia
codd. Anonymi in Aratum: wuins codd. Stobaei
mepunyéi codd. Achillei, Anonymi, Procli, DK, Bollack, Wright: wepiref?
vel mepureifin codd. Stobaei
xaipwv codd. Achillei, Anonymi, Procli, Bollack: yaiwv DK, Inwood,
Wright

* % ok

78

B29

3 \ 3 \ ’ ’ ’ R4
ov yap Ao vwToLo SUO K}\GSOL alooovTal,

3 ’ > \ A > ’ 4
ov m60es, ov Boa. yobv(a ), ov undea yevinevTa,
k) \ ~ ” \ ’ % ¢ ~
a)\Aa G¢QLPO§ ENV KAl <7TaV700€V) LOOS eaUTWL.

cf. B 134

v. 1 vdrouo... dlooovrar edd.: véroto... digovrar cod. Hippolyti: dicoovro
proposuit Wilamowitz

v.2 vyoiv(a) Diels (cf. B134.3), DK, Bollack: yodvar cod.
yevvrjevta Sauppe, DK, Bollack: yevrievra cod. (Aayvievra B134.3)

v.3 «mdvrobev> loos éavrd Schneidewin (cf. Hesiodus, Theogonia, 126), DK:
{oo éoriv adT® cod.: <mdvt’s loos éoriv éavrd Miller: + loos éoriv adTd

+ Wendland: ioos + éoriv adrd + Bollack

% kX
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79

B 134
&l \ \ ki 14 ~ \ -~ 14
008¢ yap avdpopuént kepadij kaTd yuia kékaoTal,
o0 pev amat varrolo dvo kAAdoL alocoovTal,
k) / 3 \ ~ b /7 4
oV m60es, ov foa yodv(a ), ov undea Aayxvievra,
k) \ \ e \ A 14 4 -~
aAAa ppny iepn) kat abéopaTos émAero pobvov,
¢povtiow kbopov dmravta karaiooovoa Jofow.

Cf. B29

In librum secundum Physicorum teste, ut opinor, Tzetze. Codd. habent 7&

Tpitw (sc. BifAiw ) Tdv Puowkdy, errore signi numerationis (y pro 8 forma

impropria scriptum)

v. 1 08¢ cod. Olympiodori, DK: ofire codd. Ammonii, cod. Olympiodori in
marg.int.
008¢ yap avdpouén kepadr cod. Olympiodori: 00 uev yap Bporén codd.
Tzetzes

v.2 cf.B29.1
varroro DK (cf. B29.1): vadrwv ye codd. Ammonii
diocoovrar DK (cf. B29.1; B100.7 karalcoerar): dicoovaw codd.
Ammonii

v.3 médes codd. Ammonii, DK: yépes cod. Olympiodori (in marg. inf.)
Aayvievta codd. Ammonii, cod. Olympiodori in m.i., DK: yevvievra
B29.1

% kX
80

B 27¢

5 ’ SQ /7 ~ ) ’ ) ’
oV OTACOLS OUSE TE Snptg avaloLuos ev [.LE}\EEO'O'LV.

&v peéeoow: cf. B30.1 évi pueléecow.

* ok X
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[Phase of Ascending Neikos]
81

B30

avTap émel uéya Neikos evipperéecow elpépbn

€S TUWOS T~ AVOPOVTE TEAELOEVOLO XPOVOLO,

[ 3 ~ ’ 3 4 ¢/

s ow apoiBatos mAaTéos wap’ EAAaTa Spkov...

In aetate Contentionis crescentis teste Simplicio (In Phys. 1184.12: Aéyet 8¢ kai
ratTa "Eumedokijs émt mis o0 Nelkovs émuwparelas “adrap.... Sprov™.
v. 1 adrap émel codd. Simplicii, DK, Bollack: dAX” 87e 87 codd. Aristotelis
elpédtin: codd. Aristotelis, Syriani, DK: épéptiy codd. Simplicii, Bollack
v.3 8s oduw codd. Aristotelis, Syriani, DK: 8 i cod AP Aristotelis, cod.
Simplicii: 8¢his alter cod. Simplicii: 6s ¢uv Bollack (cf. B22.3)
map’ éAdAarar Sturz, DK: mapeddrarar cod Ab Aristotelis, codd.
Simplici, Syriani, Bollack: mapeAfAaro codd. I'T Aristotelis

mAaréos... Gpkov: cf. B115.2 mAaréeoor ... Sprois

* ok
82

B 31

’ N\ ep / ~ ~
mavTa yap €§€L1’]§ WGAE}LL&G‘TC yvia 060(,0.

Post B27  teste Simplicio (In Phys. 1184.2 post B27.4: dpfapévov 8¢ mdAw

~ ’ 3 ~ ’ ’ 3 ~ ’ /.
700 Nelkous émkparely TéTe malw kivnows év 7@ Lbalpw yiverar)

kX kX

[The Great Law - Spotov dpoiew]
83

B 37
alel 6¢ xOwv uev apérepov déuas, ailépa 8 albrp.

8éuas dui codd. Aristotelis, DK, Inwood: yévos ceteri, Bollack

X kK
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84

B 90

o \ \ \ / \ 9 \ \ 14

s YAUKD eV YAUKD LA pTrTe, mikpov O €Tl TLkpov SpovTey,
3 \ b} 2 \ 3 \ 3 e ~ ¢ \ / 3 k4

0&V T’ ém’ 8EY, <aTarp Y’ aAupod aAupdv AdBect’ alrTws.

v.2 aldvpod advpov e.g. scripsi (cf. dAs B56). Sensus aAuvpod, salsi, oportet:

ratio de digestione nutritioneque est, unde requiretur nomen quartae
qualitatis gustatus. Fortasse 8aAepov... adepd retinendum est eadem
significatione; cf. Hesychius s.v. daAdyyav: OdAacoav; et s.v. {adeins:
méAis. kal BdAacoa; cf. sals, sale latinum. Quod etiam explicaret per
errorem interpretationis Macrobii, fepudv... Oeppd.
0&v 7’ ém’ 8€Y, <aTasp y’ aAupod daAvpdy Adfer <al>Tws proposui (cf.
Bernardakis): 360 8’ ém’ 3€0 Sadepov Sadepod AaSérws vel Aaférw codd.
Plutarchi: 660 8’ ém’ €U, <aTap> padepdv padepod Adfect’ al>Tws
dubitanter cooniecit Bernardakis: 660 8’ ém’ 6£0 €Bn, aAepdv 6° aAepod
Adfer’ drcas, Paton: 80 8 ém’ 3€D éBn, adepdv 8 émoyeveld’ aAnpd
Bollack: 6£0 8 émr’ 3£ €8y, Oeppov &’ émoyedero Bepud codd. Macrobii:
0V 8’ ém’ 6£V &P, Saepov 8’ émoyeito Sampd Diels, DK (cf. Hesychius
s.vv. baepdv, Sampér; Etymologicon Magnum 244.42 s.v. 8anpdv): 660 6
ém’ 8¢V &P, Saepdv émoyedero Saepd Maas.

* ok X

[Formation of the World in the Phase of Ascending Strife]
85

B 38

€l 8 dye Tou M mpal <cvs NGBl Fhios dpxy,
éx T’ v 6N’ éyévovTo Ta ViV éTopduer Ametpa,
yald Te kal wovTos ToAUKUpLwWY 18’ Uypds arp
Tirav 198’ aibnp odiyywy mepl kikAov dravra.

v.1 mpdl’ <«bs AdfBed’> TAwos dpyrv scripsi: mpd TAwov dpxrjyv cod.
Clementis: mp®d0’ + fAwov apynv + DK: mpd0” HAwkd 7 apynv Diels:
TPOT’ €€ dv> NH\wos apyrv Wright, Inwood
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v.2 éx T dv, scripsi: é€ dv cod. Clementis, DK: 76AAa e Wright, Inwood
7X’: Wil (cf. B23.10), DK: 87 cod. Clementis, Bollack: &7 vel 87 <p*>

Friedlinder (cf. Hesiodus, Theog., 108-11)

éoopdpev dmewpa scripsi (cf. domera B23.10; uvpla B36.16): éoopcipeva

mavra cod. Bollack: éowpdpev dmavra Gomperz, DK

(It so happened at the beginning]
86
B 53

(6 dtp)

Oﬁ’T(L) ’y&p UUVéKUpUG 96/(,01/ ’TOTEI, WOAA&KL 8, &A)\(J)S‘

In doctrinam creationis mundi, teste Aristotele, Phys. B4196a19 sqq.: ...Aéye

yobv év 71) koagpomoug ws “ovTw... dAAws”.
* & %
[Sequence of Cosmogony]
87

B 54

SN s 3 ~ \ ’ ’ er
at@np (8 av> MAKPNLOL KATA XHOVO. SUETO pLgO.LS.

albyp <8 ad»> Diels, DK: <aAX’> aiflnp Karsten: alflp extra versum reiecit

Joachim

* % ok
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[Criticism of previous Cosmologies, in particular Xenophanes’]
88

B 39
elmep amelpova ys Te Sabn kal daxnAos ailbrp,
e \ ~ \ ’ 3 4 ’
s dua ToAA&DY 67 yAwooas éNddvTa paTaiws
éxréxuTau oTopudTwy OAlyov Tob TavTos 8évTwv...

v.3 cf. B2.5

* o K
[Continuation of Cosmogony]

89

B 51

(mip)

’ b /
Kap'rra)\tp,wg 8 avoTralov...
* k%
920

B52

WO)\A& 8 é’vep@(e) Ol,)ISEOS 7Tl)p& K(],lfé’T(LL.
X kX
91

B 40
“H\wos S¢ufehys 78° INdetpa Sehdyn.

18’ <ad» (Adewpa Xylander: 1) 8¢ Adipa codd. Plutarchi

* k%
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92

B 41
(#\ios)

AAA’ 6 pév aAwolels péyav odpavov dudimoledet.

AAX’ 6 pev aAwabels Ecymologicon Magnum, DK: aAX’ 6 uev aAeiobar cod.
Baroccianus 50: otvex’ avadiobels codd. Macrobii

wéyav Etymologicon Gudianum I, 22, codd. Macrobii, Barocc., codd. Suda:
wéoov Et M., Et.Gud. [ 47

* ok

93
B 44
(#\ios)
avravyet wpos "Olvpmrov drapfriTowot mpoodmots.
* % ok

%4

B 42

( oehiv)

ki 4 / (3 > /
ameaTéyacev 8¢ ol avyds,
” N y U k] ’ \ ’
éor’ av Inu kabimeplev, ameorvidwoe 8 yains
TOOOOV GO0V T’ €DpOs YAQUKWTTLO0S ETAETO UIV)S.

v.1 ameoréyacev Diels, DK: dmeokedacer codd. Plutarchi: ameokédacer
Xylander, Bollack: dmreoxiaoer Bergk: dmeokémacer Wenskus
ol sc. soli

v.2 éo7’ av iy Diels, DK, Inwood: éore alav codd.: és yaiav Xylander
i1 sc.sol. Fortasse dmrévepfe pro kafimepbe scribendum est, eidem subiecto

intelligendo verbis dmeoréyacey, Iy et dmeoridwae (sc. luna)

X kX
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95

B 47

k) P \ ) ’ e 7 ’
(10/)6(, HEV YAL AVAKTOS EVAVTLOV QY€ KUK)\OV.

X kX

96

B 43

o S o\ / ’ s s
ws avym ’TU(/}0.0'G O'GAT]VO.LT)S KUK)\OV EVPUV...

% >k x

97

B 45

KUKAOTEpes Tepl yaiav ENlcoeTal aAASTpLov Pds.

* k%

98

B 46

¢/ 4 \ ’ ¢ ’ 4 3y ¥
APUATOS WS TTEQL XVOL'T] GALUUGTG'L 7 TE TAL AKPAV
padove’ déovas...

v. 1 ws mepl yvoin éAlooerar Panzerbieter, DK (cf. Parmenides 28B1.6: dfwv
év yvoinow): domep ixvos aveAiooerar codd. Plutarchi
map’ dkpav: mepl drxpav codd.: map’ dxpyy Diels, DK.

v.2 «apadovo’ déovas proposui (v. Plutarchus, de facie in orbe lunae, 9 p. 925B:
Tﬁg 8% ’)/'?}S Tp67TOV 'TLV&. ¢aU/€l Ka", WGPL(}SEPOIJ«G’V'T] 7T)\770'[OV “&P‘U«QTOS

domep etc”; cf. Parmenides loc.cit.): viooav vel yaiav éAavvouévn Diels

* ok X
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29

B 48

’ \ ~ / e /. 4
vikTa 8¢ yaia Tibmow ddioTauévn paéeo
<neliov.

«neAiovs Kranz supplevit

X >k X

100

B 49

\ / b ’
VUKTOS €pMLaLms a)\aw’TTLSOS‘.. .

épnpains codd. Plutarchi, DK: épeuvains Nauck
adadymidos Xylander (cf. Hesychius s.v. ddadmw): dyAadymidos codd.

* kX

101

B 94
et niger in fundo fluvii color exstat ab umbra,
atque cavernosis itidem spectatur in antris.

Xk X

102

B 55

...yfis 8pdTa BdAacoav.

X kX
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103

B 56

o S s e A ) ’ > Y/
G)\S ETTAYT) PLTTNLOLY EWT [LEVOS 7]6)\!.0!.0.

X kX

104

B 50
"Ipis &’ éx meAdyous dvepov dépe ) wéyav duBpov.

% >k x

[Zoogony in the Phase of Ascending Neikos]
105

B71

€l 8¢ T ooL Tepl T@VSe Avrd€ulos EmAero mioTis,

~ 4 ’ \ N7’ b ’
7ds Udatos yains Te kal albépos neAlov Te
Kipvauévwy €lon Te yevolaTo xpotd Te Bymrdv

/ y o -~ / / b ’
Té00’, Soa viv yeydaot cuvappootévr’ Adpoditm...

v. 1 Aumdévdos: cf. B21.2

v.2 ypota: cf. 58B43: 76 yap ypdua 1) év 7& mépati éoTw 7 wépas. 86 Kal o
Ivbarybpeo Ty émpdveiav ypoldv éxdAouw.
Cf. 58B26: ...Aéyovow (sc. oi ITvbaydpeior) ws Tob évos cuoTabévros...
elr’ éx XpOLas... Cf. Plato, Meno, 75b-76d.

v.4 7éo0’ 8oa Karsten, DK: Tola oa codd. Simplicii: 7oi” ofa Wilamowitz:

Tot” 6oa Bollack

X >k x
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106
B 151
leldwpos... AdpodiTn
107
B73

ws 8¢ ToTe yOéva Kimpis, émel 7’ édimyev év oufSpewt,
eldea mormviovaa Bod upl ddke KpaTivad...

Breve post B71 (= No. 105) teste Simplicio (In de Caelo 530.5)
v.2 eldea mormviovoa F Simplicii, DK (cf. B22.7; 71.3): € 8¢ amomvoiodoa

Simpl.: {6ea movmmviovoa Diels: ailbép’ émmvelovoa Stein

X kX

[Plants first Organic Beings appearing near the Beginning

of World-ordering]
108
B 154
(ovmew 6’ 77Acos puTo amAavi] kal BéPavov éyawv Spduov )
o)

\ U b4 \ > ¥ 3 3 ’
Kkal Svow éxpwev, mepl 8’ Tryaryev adbs dmiocow
kapmopdpolowy émaTébas kaAvkooTepavolow
e/, ~ @
Qpaus, y7 6’ iBpioTo.

Cf. A70

X kX
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[Structure of Organic Beings]
109

B 82
3 \ ! \ ’ \ bl ~ \ ’
TavTa Tplyes kal pUAAa kal olwvdv TTEpa TUKVA
\ ’ /7 3 \ ~ /4
kal pAovides ylyvovrar émi oriPapoiot uéleoow.

v.2 PAovides Karsten (cf. Hesychius s.v. pAovides: AemriSes), Bollack: Aemrides
codd. Aristotelis, DK: Aomri8es vel AwmriSes alii codd. Aristotelis: poAibovi-
8es codd. Olympiodori

* %k x

110

B97

cee PAXWY ...

Aristoteles, de part.anim. A, 1, p. 640a18 sqq.: ...’ EumedokAds... elpnke Aéywv
Umrdpyew moAAd Tois {wous S TO oyuvas odirews v 71 yevéoes, ofov kal TTY

pdxw TowadTnY éxew 671 oTpadévros kaTaybivar cuvéBn.

* K %

111

Fr. 152 Wright
T&V yap boa pillais pev émacovrépar/ow [ éveple

HaVOTépmg [6°6 ]p7'r[ nf Jw 15775'07'7} 7'77/\69[ dovra].

Libro secundo Kafapudv adscripsit Herodianus fragmentum in KafoAw)
mpoowdia: év 3 kabapudv. Quod confirmat [lept Ploews et Kabappol idem
opus esse,cuius titulus prooemii ad denotandum totum extendit. Similiter Theon
Smyrnaeus referens ad Kafappots intellexit libros Physicorum. B153a: 76 yotv
Bpédos Soxel Tedetotiolou év émrra éBSopdow, ws "EumedorAns alvitTeral év

TOlS Ka@ap‘u,ofg.

* K %
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112

B75

-~ yYe Sy \ / \ bR 4 \ 14
TéV 8’ 80 0w pév mukvd, Ta 8’ ékTobl pava mémnye,
Kimpibos év malapunor mAddns Toufjode TuxdvTa...

Post B73 in Simplicii Comm. In de Caelo (530.8)
v.2 KimpiSos év mardunou: cf. B 95

X kK
113
b+B 76
TobTO eV €V Kéyyarot Badacoovduos Bapvvwrors b0 B76.1

[18’ év we]rpalowot kal

[v8’ e | xOova ypwTo[s ¥ Jmé[praTa varerdovoarv-] b2 B76.3
[0cdpné & ad Jre kpaTouwv[w J[rwv af

[vai pn kmpd Jxwv ye Aoplvwv x[eAbwv €] b4 B76.2
[60Tpaka ka [i pediar kepadv eAd[Pwv oprmAdykTewy.

[GAN’ 0V av TeAéoau o Aéywv adp[mavTa

b0  fadacoovduors: Baraooovduwy Diels, DK

b4 e Pap. MP: 7€ codd. Plutarchi, DK, Janko

b5 éorpaka kaf et SpirAdyrTwy supplevit Janko

b6 post odumavra supplevit yévelAa Janko, qui et fragmentum e huc
collocavit

* kX

114
B 83
k) \ 3 7
auTap exivols
6évPelels yalraw vdTous emumredpikaot.
Plutarchus, de fort. 3 p. 98D: Ta pév yap dmAioTal képaot kal 68odot kal

kévTpols, avTap €xivols etc.

v. 2 yatrau Vulcobius, DK: kai re vel 8¢ 7e codd. Plutarchi

X kX
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[Plants. Oviparous Procreation. Fertility. Fishes]

115
B79

¢/ s s -~ \ Q2 ~ ) /
ovTw 8 WLOTOKEL LAKPA 8€v5pea TPWTOV E)\O«LGS...

pakpa 8évdpea: cf. B72 dévdpea parpd

* %k x

116

B 80

otvekev Sifilyovol Te oidau kal vrépplota pira

vmépdlota: ...omépdlota Aedéxbar Ta pHda dua TV dkuy: 76 yap dyav
akudlew kal TefmAévar prolew vmd 7@V mounTdY Aéyeabar (cf. dibvvoos

DAotos), Plutarchus, Quaest. Conv., V 8,2 p. 683D.

* ok X

117

B72

~ \ 4 \ \ S 7 ~
@S Kkal 0évipea akpo. Kal eivaAioL KaLaoTVes...
8évbpea parpd: cf. B79 pakpd 8évdpea

* ok X

118

B 74

hdov duovoov dyovoa TOAVGTEPEWY KAUATHVWY.

Plutarcus, Quaest. Conv. V 10, 4 p. 685F: adrdv 8¢ 7dv {wv oddeév av yep-

~ N \ 3 ~ ¥y 4 / e ’ \ ’ \ JA) \
oaiov ) wTHVoV elmely Eyois obTw yévywov ws mdvTa Ta JaAdTTia meos 6 Kal
memoinkev 6 "EumedokAds...

dyovoa.: sc. Venus probabiliter.

* K %
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[Original Terrigenous Procreation of Animals / Humans]

119

B62

~ 3y ¥ y 3 -~ / ~
vov 8’ dy’, 6mws avdpddv Te TOAVKAQUTWY T€ YUvaIK®V
evvuylovs SpTrMKas AViTyaye Kpoevov mip,

~ Al k] \ ~ 3 / IQY /’
T&Vde KAD™ 00 yap pdbos améokomos ovd” adarfuwr.

3 ~ \ ~ / \ 3 /
oUAoduels wev mpdra Tomol xbovds é€avéreAdov,
aupoTépwy U8aTds Te Kkal eldeos aloav ExovTes
ToUs pev wop avémeue éNov mpos opotov ikéobou,
oUTe T{ Tw peAéwv épaTov déuas éudalvovras
oUr’ évorrmy olov 7’ émuywplov avdpdot yuiov.

In librum secundum teste Simplicio (in Phys. 381.29): év 7& devrépw TGV

Duokdv mpo Ths TAV avdpeiwv kal yuvaukelwy cwudTwy dapbpcews.

v.2  évvuylous: éupuylous Panzerbieter

v.5 eldeos codd. Simplicii, DK (cf. B21.4): {8eos Diels

v.8 ofév 7’ Diels, DK: oia 7’ cod. Simplicii: 007’ cod. alter Simplicii: ofir’ odv
Wilamowitz: oin 7° Bollack
yviov Stein, Diels, DK: ydwv codd. Simplicii: yviwv Bollack: yfpuvv editio
Aldina

* ok

[Viviparous Procreation. Sexes]

120

B 63

aAAa SiéomacTouw werAéwv piois: 1) pév év avdpds...
* k%

121

B 64

~ bS] \ \ / 3 y ¥ 3 4
TWL 8 ETTL KAl WO@OQ €LOL 8(- OK/JLOS a[.LI.LL‘LLV'Y]LUK(UV.
(rememberance of the unity of sexes in the ovAoduets TmoL)

8 Biros apppviokwy Wyttenbach, Diels, Kranz: dwaméfews aupioywy
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codd. Plutarchi: Siapmepéws dupiocywr Bollack: 6¢° difios alu’ dvaploywy
Ellis: 8 8ifruos dupiyeabou Dyer, Inwood.

* ok ¥

122

B 66
O'XLO"TOZ)S )\GL‘U/(;)VGS‘. . ;4¢p08!:7’7]§

Aeypdvas codd. Scholiorum in Euripidem, DK: Aqudvas alius cod.: Ayévas

alius cod., Swartz (cf. B98.3)

% kX

123

B 153

(ompaiver 8¢ kal kothiav ws map’ EumedokAel )

BavpBds

Cf. Kern OF 52; 395 Bernabé; v.N.A. Georgopoulos, G.A. Vagenakis, A.L.
Pierris, “Baubo: a Case of Ambiguous Genitalia in the Eleusinian Mysteries” in
Hormones, International Journal of Endocrinology and Metabolism, 2003, vol.
2, No. 1 pp. 72-4.

* ok %

124

B 65
ev 8’ éyibn kabapotor Ta uév TeAébovot yuvaikes
Jioyeos avridoavTa «<ta 8’ éumalw dppeva Oeppods.

v. 1 kafapoioi: Taddpotot Scaliger: kapdparot Weil

v.2 <10 8’... Oepuod e.g. supplevit Diels

% >k X
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125

B 67

év yap Oeppotépwi Tokas dppevos émAeTo yaoTp
kal pélaves dua TobTo Kal AdpPopeAETTEPOL AVOPES
Kkal AayvnevTes pwaAdov.

v. 1 Tokas dppevos émAero yaothp Diels, DK: 76 kar’ dppeva émdero yains
codd. Galeni, Bollack, Inwood: 76 kat’ dppeva émAero yaoTpds Sturz:
Tokds dppevos émAeto yaia Deichgrbber, Longrigg.

v.2 adpopedéoTepor Karsten, DK, Inwood: avépwdéorepor codd., Bollack

X kK
126
B 69
(yvvaikes )
dlyovor.
X kX
127
B 68

\ bl bd / 4 4 24 /
UMVOs €v 6yB00dTOU OeKATML TUOV ETTAETO AEUKGY.
(sc. 70 ydAa)

* ok K

128

B70

) /
apviov.

Rufus Ephesius, de nom. part. hom. 229 p. 166.11 Daremberg: 76 8¢ Bpéos
mepLéyeTal XLTOOL, TD eV AemTd kal padakd: auviov adrov EumedokAfs

KaAet.
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b) Phase of ascending PiAia Nos. 129-156

[Beginning of Intermixture]
129

B35
3 \ k) \ !’ bl / bl / ¢/
avTap éyw maAlvopoos éAeboopal €s TEPOV UV,
\ 4 /’ / / bl /
7OV mpéTEpOv KaTéNela, Adyov Adyov éfoyeTebwy,
~ 3 \ ~ \ 3 7 o /.
ketvov: émel Netkos pév évépraTov ikero Sévlos
Slvms, év 6¢ uéon PuAéTns oTpodddiyyt yévyrad,
€v TN 67) TaOe TAVTA CUVépYETAL €V OVOY €lvad,
ovk depap, AAAa BeAnpa cvvioTduer dAAober dAAa.
TdV 6€ Te puoyouévwy yeir’ evea pupla mrdiv,

\ y ¥ R In/4 / 3 /
ToAAG 8’ dpuelkT’ €0TNKE Kepalopévolawy Evaas,
¢/ >y ~ 24 4 3 \ R I4
600’ éTt Neikos épuke pLeTdpoiov: o0 yap apeupéws
TV Ay e§éoTKey €m’ éoyaTa TéppaTa KUKAov,
AAAG Ta pév T’ évéuyve peAéwv Ta 8¢ T’ é€ePefrkel.
oooov & alev Umekmpoléo, Téov alev émuel
b / / b 4 b4 3 /
nmddpwr PuAéTnTOS Aueppéos duBpoTos opu

% \ IR YN \ \ ’ s s 5
alifa 8¢ Oy’ épovro, Ta mplv pdbov abavar’ elvau,
/ \ \ )24 / U
{wpd Te Ta. mplv drpyTa StaAAdfavTa keAedBous.
Tév 8¢ Te puoyopévwv yeir’ édvea pupla Ovyrdv,
mavTolaus (dénow apnpdTa, badua idéoba.

Ante B98 teste Simplicio (In Phys. 32.11)
Cf. B21

w. 12 adrap... mpdrepov karélefa: v. a(ii) 18-19 Martin-Primavesi

- B35.3-4.
v.2 Adyov Bergk, DK: Adyw codd. Simplicii
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éfoxeredwy cod., DK, Bollack: émiyeredwr cod.: émoyeredwr

Brandis, Karsten

V.5 év 77 67 codd., DK. Bollack: év 71} 7 8¢ cod.: &0 7j6m Bergk: év 7
&m Kranz

v. 10 7&v Diels, DK: 76 vel 7 vel ot codd. Simplicii: no Bollack

v. 13 opp): cf. a(ii) 10 Martin-Primavesi

v. 15 {wpd e T mplv dkpmra codd. Athenaei, Plutarchi, DK, Bollack:
{wpd Te Ta mplv drpira cod. Simplicii: {dd Te mpiv kéxpiiTo (sic)
codd. Aristotelis: {wpd e mplv Ta kékpnTo Bergk: {wpd 0’ a mpiv
kérpnro Gomperz

wv. 16-17: cf. B21.10-12; B23.6-8

X >k

130

B 36

-~ \ /. 3 v [ ~
T&V 0¢ cuvepyopévwy €€ éoyaTov ioTaTo Netkos.

* ok

[Monstrous Formations]
131

B57
o \ \ / 3 U 3 ’
M moAAal uév képoar avavyeves éBAdoTnoA,
\ % 14 ’ 224 4
yuuvol & émAalovro Bpayioves ebvides duwv,
oupara 7 ol a ) émAavaro TevnTelovTa LETWTWY.

In aetate Amicitiae crescentis, teste Aristotele (de caelo 2, 300b25 sqq.): ...kafd-
mep "EumedokAis ¢nor yilvesar émi mijs PuAérnros (sc. émkparobons PiAd-
T7085)" Aéyer ydp: “moAdal... éBAdoTnoAr”.

%k X
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132

B 58

povvoueld)... Ta yuia... émAavaTo

Simplicius In de caelo 587.18 (post B35.13): év Tadry odv 7} kaTacTdoel
(Amicitiae crescentis) povvoueAdj €t Ta yvia amo Tijs Tod Nelkovs Siakploews
Svra émAavdTo Ths mpos AAAYAa pifews épiéueva.

,LLouvo,U,eAﬁ: cf. oﬁ/\o¢uefg TUmoL B62.4; oﬁAo‘ue/\ég Parmenides, 28B8.4

* % %
133
B 60
€lAimrod’ akpuLroyelpa

X kX

134

B 61

moAAG pév dudumpbowma kal dudloTepva dectou,
Povyevij avdpbmpwipa, Ta. 8’ éumadw éavaTéAew
avdpodui) Bodkpava, peperypéva T wev am’ avdpdv
7T 8¢ yuvaukodui] oriepols Nokmuéva yuiots.

In actate Amicitiae crescentis, teste Simplicio (In Phys. 371.33): domep *Epre-
SokAfjs kata v Ths Dikias apyv dnot yevéalar ws érvye népm
mpdTov TdV {hwv ofov kepalds kal yeipas kal wédas, émeiTa ouviévan
Tadra “Povyevi... ééavaTéArew” etc.

v. 1 dpeiorepva: cf. Hesychius s.v. audiorepvov: Sewjv (Bollack)
aupiorepva dpvecbar: dupiorepy’ édvovro Karsten

v.2 avdpémpwpa: cf. Hesychius s.vv. dvdpémpwpov et avrimpwpa: avpomps-
cwmrov (Bollack)
ééavaréddew codd. Simplicii: ééavareivew codd. Aeliani (teste Diels):
ééavéreAdov (cf. B62.4) Karsten

v. 3 am’ Karsten, Diels, DK: 07r° codd. Aeliani, Bollack
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v.4 okiepois codd. Aeliani, DK: orelpois vel okipots (cf. Lucretius V 855)
Diels: OuuBpois Hercher: yAwepois Karsten: o7ifBapois Bergk: Siepels

Panzerbieter

X >k

[Combinations]
135

B 59

bl \ 3 \ \ A~ bl ’ ’ ’
avTap émel kata puetlov éuioyero dalpovt daipwy,
TaDTA T€ CUUTTITTTETKOV, OTIML CUVEKUPTEY €KATTA,
) \ ~ \ ~ 3 /
aAAa Te mpos Tols moAAa Sinvex) é€eyévovTo.

Post B58, in aetate Amicitiae crescentis, teste Simplicio (In de caelo 587.20):
(post B58) “avrap émel, dnol, kara.... Salpwv”, 5e Tod Neikovs émexpd-
TeL Aovrrov 1) DiAérms, “Tadrd Te... éfeyévovto”. éml s DAéTyTOS 0DV
6 "EumedokAis éxelva elmev, ovy ws émkpaTovons 7iom ThHs DAérros,
aAX’ tis peAdodons émkpaTely etc.

v.2 ékaota: codd. Simplicii In de caelo: dmavra codd. Simplicii In
physicorum

V.3 Sunpexd): dumvexés Peyron, Karsten (cf. B17.35)

[Emanations]
136

B 89

’ ’ S\ ) 33 7
Vous gTL TTAVTWY €LOLY ATTOPPOAL, OOT €VEVOVTO...
)

yvovs: yv@dd Wakefield (cf. B4.3)

* ok
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137

B 109a

N e 3 ~ 3 \ ’ N 3 /. 3 \ ¢ ’ ~
.. s "Epmedokis dmoppods pain dv dmiévar amd éxdoTov TdY
kaTorrTplopévawr kal T[ols dupacy wo Jrep éovoas [eikévas évap-

péleotou .
Diels supplevic
* %
[Organic tissues, parts and organs]
[Eyes and Vision]
138
B 88

... pla ylyverar apporépwr Gif.

* k%

139

B85
1) 8¢ PASE iNdepa prvvvbadins Tiye yains

7 8¢ DK (cf. B96.1; 98.1): %8¢ cod. Simplicii: 7 67 cod. Simpl., Bollack: 767
cod. Simpl.: %6¢ Wilamowitz

% kX

140

B 86
¢ dv Supar’ émnéev arepéa 81 Adpodir.

X >k x



LXXXIV APOSTOLOS PIERRIS

141

B 87
yéugois dokioaca katacTdpyors Adpodir.

Breve post B86, teste Simplicio (In de Caelo, 529.24): kai pet’ dAiyov...

* ok ok

142

B 84

4 y / /4 4 ’ /
ws &’ 67T Tis TPbodov voéwv wmAicoaTo AVyvov
xeyepiny dua vikTa, mupods oélas atblopévoro,
afas mavTolwy avépwy AaumTiipas apuopyous,
ol 7’ avéuwv peév mvedua Sackdvaoty dévTwy,
Ppds 8 €€w Suabpdiokov, Saov TavadTepov Tev,
Adueokev kata SnAov aTelpéow akTivesaw:
s 8¢ 76T év uiwiybw éepypévov wydyov mwip
Aemrrioly < >606vmuor Aoydlero kbkAoma kovpny,
<«al> yodvmuot dlavra TeTprato Deameainow:

1} 3 \ /. 3 I4 R /
ai 8’ Udatos uev Bévbos améoreyov audwaévros,
mp & éw Suleokov, boov TavaDTEPOV TeV.

v.1  mpbdodov codd. (‘enii mpdaodov ), DK: mpd 665v Bollack
v.4 ol 7 codd., DK: air’ codd., Bollack
v.5  ¢ds codd., DK: 7fp codd., Bollack
post ¢&s 6 habet Paraphrasis: éfw dudvrarar Tpelato Deomeainoer 606-
vnow Swapldokov, ex quo Blass versum restituit quem post versum 8
posuit.
v.7  éepyuévov codd., DK: éeAuévov alii codd. Bollack: ééppevov alii codd.
v.8  Aemrfiow: Aemrtis elv Panzerbieter
<> Diels, Inwood: <y> Bollack
o0évnot codd., DK: xfovinot codd.: yodvno Paraphrasis
Aoydlero codd., DK, Bollack: éyedaro codd.: éxyéaro unus cod.: Adoyed-
oato Forster, Sedley
kUkAomra: cf. kukdoTepés B45; kikAwmos... oe/\ﬁvng Parmenides,

28B10.4
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v. 10 apdwaévros: cf. va(i )joopar B111.8
v. 11 Suleokov Paraphrasis, Diels, Ross, DK: diapfpdorov nodd., Bollack

* k%

143

B 95

K157T LSOS‘, s G’V WaAd LoV g’TG l) T (?)’T,G’ 1501/7'0.
P 4m e 7P

Fortasse post B87, v. Simplicius, In de caelo, 529.26: kal iy aitiav Aéywv Tob
Tovs pev év fuépa Tods 8¢ év vuktl kdAAwov opav [cf. A86, I p. 301.37 sqq.],
Kimpibos, dnoly, év mardumnow etc.

Kimpidos év maddunow: cf. B75.2

_—

[Ears and Hearing]
144
B99
kadwv. Zdprivos 6(os.

* K *
[Respiration]

145
B 100

® s ~ 7 \ s ~ A ’
8e & avamvel mavTa Kkal ékmvel: mao Aidauo
TapK@V TUPLYYES TUIATOV KATA COUA TéTAVTAL,
kal o éml oToplos Tukwals TETpnYToL AAogY
pwadv éoyata Tépbpa duapmepés, oTe pévov puév
4 N7’ 3 3 ’ 4 ~
kevfew, albépu 8 edmopiny Suddowot TeTpiiobau.
”, ” > e 7 \ 3 4 4 e
&lev éreld’ omdrav pev amain Tépev aipa,
3N\ 4 < s ’
aitbhp madrdlwv karaiooerar oldpatt papywt,
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oy 5 s ’ ’ P ’ % 1% A~
edre 8 avabpuiokmi, TaAw ékmvéel, —domep STav mals
kAeudpm ailovoa Sieveréos yalkolo,

3 \ 3 ~ \ 3 3 > ~ \ ~
€b7e pev avdod mopfuov ém’ ededel yepl Oeioa

bl 4 / /4 /4 y 14
els UdaTos PamTniol Tépev Séuas apyupéoto,

IQY YV % Iy ¥ bl /4 ki / ”
008’ €7’ és dyyood’ ouSpos éoépyetal, AAAG v elpye
dépos &ykos éawle meowv éml TpuaTa TUKVA,
€loOK’ ATOTTEYATML TUKLVOV POOV* AUTAP ETELTA.
mvelpaTos éAAelovTos éaépyeTal aloyuov Udwp:

3% 3 k4 Ny \ ” \ 4 ~
s 8 avTws, 68 U8wp pév éxmu kata Pévbea yalkod
mopOuod ywabévros Bporéwe xpoi 8¢ mépoto,

k) \ b} \ b4 / v 3 ’
althp 8’ éxtds €ow Aehinpévos EuBpov épdket,

3 \ / b ~ /4 ) U
audt modas nbuoio duanyéos dkpa KpaTivwy,

b / \ ~ 4 3 3 / v N 7
elodke yewpl puebi, 767e 8’ ad maAw, éumalw 7 wplv,
mvedpaTos eumimrovTos vmexbéel aloyuov Hdwp.

o 3 k4 14 T / \ ’
s 8 alTws Tépev afpa kAadaooduevov did yviw
ommére pev malivopoov amailete puydvie,

N7’ SN\ € A 4 ”! ~
aibépos evbds pebua kaTépyeTau oiduart Oov,
edre 8 avabpdiokni, TaAw ékmvéel ioov dmicow.

v. 12 008’ &7’ és Diels: 006é7’ és vel 098’ 671 és codd.: 098’ & és Bekker: 00dé
7ts Bollack: o0 767’ és Stein: ovdets Wilamowitz, DK

v. 19 n0poto: enii codd. Regenbogen, DK: iofuoto boni codd., Bollack (cf.
Hesychius s.v. elotjuds* eloodos UdaTos orevn)

v.22  dud yviwv codd., Michael, DK: 8¢’ ayuidv codd., Bollack

v.23 dmaifeie Stein, DK: émaifete codd., Karsten, Bollack: émdetev enii

codd.
n—_—
[Nose and smelling]
146
B 101
képpaTa Onpelwv pedéwv pukripow épevvdv,

Ldovl’> 600’ amélevre Tod@V amadi mept woin...

v.2 <ldbov®> Diels, DK: <doua8’> Pearson
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600’ Nauck: ws vel 6s codd. Alexandri

Lovl’>600°; «<Tas... Bollack

* k%

147

B 102

H8e puev odv mvoufis Te AeAbyyaot TavTa Kal SoUdY.

* ok X

[Awareness, Understanding, Thinking]
148

B 103

~ \ 537 ’ ’, ¢
’T’T}LSG LEV OUV LOTTTL TUX?']S WG({)pOV’T}KGV aTavVTA.

Cf. B107; B110.10

X kX

149

B 104

\ L% A ’ ’ ’
Kat Ka9 OO0V UeV apaloTaTa fUVGKUpO’E TTETOVTA...

Breve post B103 teste Simplicio (In Phys. 331.13): kai pwer’ dAlyov etc.
Cf. Theophrastus, De sensu (§11, DK 1 p. 302.25 sqq.): Soots uév odv loa kal
4 ’ \ ~ 3 -~ e \ \ \ ~ 3
mapamAfola péuekrar (sc. Ta oTouyela év O alpaTt) kai p1) dud moAAOD und
2 \ 5 e ’ ~ ’ ’ ’ 5 \
ad uikpa und’ vmepPdAdovra 7d peyélel, TovTovs dpovipwrdTovs elvar kal
\ \ 3 4 3 ’ \ /7 \ \ \ 3 ’ /
kata Tas alobioeis dkpiBectdTous, katd Adyov 8¢ kal Tovs éyyuTdTw ToU-
Twv, 6oots & évavTiws, appoveaTdTous. kal v uev pavd xal dpaid reirar Td
orouyeia, vwlpovs kal émumdvovs: v 8é mukva kal kara pukpd Tefpavouéva,
ToUs O¢ TowvTous ofeis depouévous ral moAAa émyBarAouévous cAlya émire-
Aetv dud Tjv ofryra Ths Tod aluaros dopds: ois 6¢ kall & 1L ubpiov 1 uéomn

A 13 ’ \ e g 5 . 8 \ \ \ , ) 9 ’
KPAOLS €0TL, TAUTT) O’O¢OUS EKAOTOUS €LVAL" OLO TOUS LEV pMTOPAS ayabouvs,
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ToUs 8¢ TeXV[Tas, ws Tols ;,Lév év Tals Xepm', Tols O¢ év T ’}/)\LL/)TTZ] T”f\}V Kkpaow

3 e ’ LY \ \ Aoy ’
ovoav: ouolws 8 GXELV KOl KaTa Tas a)\/\as 8UV(1[.L€L§.

X kX

[*Opotov Spoiew in Sensation, Perception, Understanding]
150

B 109

yainu uev yap yalav omwmauey, vdatt 8’ Udwp,
albépe 8’ aibépa Siov, arap mupl mhp albnlov,
oTopymy O¢ oTOpYTL, Veikos O¢ Te Veikel Avypdt.

Cf. Aristoteles, de anima, A2.404b8 sqq.: ...Aéyovot T Juynw Tds dapyds, ol
[.Lév WAG{OUS 7TOL06V'T€§ Oi 8% ‘LufaV 'Tal;T'T)V, (;./)0'7T€P ,EMWGSOK)\ﬁS ‘LL%V €,K TOV

’ ’ P \ \ \ ’ ’ %
OTOLXELWY TTAVTWY, €LVal 56 Kat ekaoTov %UX?]V TOUTWYV /‘6}/(1.)1/ oUTw:* etC.

X kX

151

B 107

k) /7 \ / ’ (4 /’

éx ToUTWY <yap> TdvTa memiyacw apuoctévra
\ /’ /’ \ e b 3 ~

Kkal ToUTOLS ppovéovot kal dovT 1O AVDVTAL.

Post B109 teste Theophrasto (De sensu 810, DK I p. 302.21): Siapifpunoduevos
(sc. Empedocle’s) ydp, ws ékaotov éxdorw yvwpllouev, éml Téler mpooélinkey
ws “éx TovTwv etc.”. 816 kal T® alpaTt pdAioTa Ppovely: év TovTw Yap wdAL-

oTa KEKp(iU@aL [éori] Ta oToLY€ElD, TOV [LepDV.
* ok
[Flesh, Blood]
152

B 98

[4 8 \ 0 \ / ” 14 ’A

7 8¢ x0wv TovTowow lom ocuvékupoe pdAioTa,

CH ’ y ¥ \ N’ /
paioTw 7’ SuBpwt Te kal albép mapdavéwyT,



RECONSTRUCTION OF EMPEDOCLES’ POEM LXXXIX

U 3 ~ ’ 3 /
Kimpidos oppiobeioa Telelos év Ayuéveoow,
¥ %) ’ ’ ’ / bl /
€lT’ S\lyov pellwv elte mAebveoow éNdoowy:
b ~ T / /. A4 I /
€k TOV alud Te YévTo kal AAATS eldea TapKos.

Post B35, teste Simplicio (In Phys. 32.11): kal mwpo TovTwv 8¢ Tdv émdv [BIS]
év dAdots T‘;}V &p(ﬁofv év Tols avTois e’Vépye:.aV 7Tapa8L'8w0‘L )\e’ywv “émrel
Neikos... Qadpa idéobar’ (B35.3-17).

v. 4 mAedveaow Panzerbieter, DK: mAéov éoriv codd. Simplicii, Bollack.

% >k x

[Understanding, Thought, Mind (Blood)]
153

B 105

o bl / / bl /
aijuaTos év meAdyeoot Tebpappévn avrilblopdvros,
7T T€ vémpa pdAoTa kikAfokeTar avbpdmolaw:
alpa yap avbpdymos mepukdpdidv o Tt vémua.

v.1 teblpappévn (sc. kapdia) Grotius, Karsten, DK: rerpappéva codd.
Stobaei, Bollack
v.3 vénua: codd. Stobaei, codex Meletii: dnua codex Mel.: dvaupa cod. Mel.

* ok X

154

B 110

3 ’ /. L) ~ e \ ’ 3 ’
€l ydp kév o’ adwiow Ymo mpamideaow épeloas
evpevéws kabapfiow eémomrelons peAérnow,
TadTd 7€ ool wdAa TavTa O aidvos mapécovTad,
b 4 / %) \ -~ L] / bl \ \ 14
AAAa Te AN’ amo 7@V 8’ éxTrioear avTa yap avéel
Tad7’ €ls Nos éxaoTov, 6mn Pois éoTiv ékdoTwt.

b \ / %) 14 3 / t > ¥
€l 8¢ 0V Y’ aAdolwv emopé€ear, ola kat’ avdpas
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pupla Setda médovrar d T apBAvovot pepipvas,
> 5 ¥ Y ’ ’ ’
70 0’ dpap exAeifovor mepimAopévolo ypbroto



XC APOSTOLOS PIERRIS

-~ > -~ /4 ’ bl \ / e /
ooV avTdV mobéovra PiAny éml yévvav ikéobou:
mavra yap lobh pdvmow éxew kal vaparos aloav.

vl Cf£B5
kév (Miller) o¢p’ adwiow Schneidewin, DK: xal év odadivnow cod.
Hippolyti: kai 0¢> adwfow Bollack
Umo mpamideoow: cf. évi omAdyyvowot B4.3

v.2  émomredoys Schneidewin, DK: émomrredeis cod., Bollack

v.4  1ov8 éxrioear Diels, DK: 7dvde k(1.1 )rauw cod.: T@v8e ket
Marcovich: 7@v kekrricear Meineke, Ritschl: 7é@v8e krjoerar Bollack.

wv. 4-5 adTap yap atifel Tadr’: de elementis, ut videtur, ratio est; cf. adra éoTw
TadTa B17.34: adra yap éorw Tadra B21.13; B26.3

v.7 a7 auPAdvovot pepiuvas: cf. Ta 77 auBAIvovot pepiuvas B2.2

v.9  yéwav: cf. yévyy B22.7

v.10 cf. B103; B107
vaparos aloav codd. Sexti, Schneidewin, DK: yvwuaro ais ov cod.

Hippolyti VII29: yveopny lonv cod. VI 12.
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mpos mapeov yap uiTis aéferar avbpwmolow.
* % ok
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600V <y’» ardolol peTéduy, TooOV Ap OhLow alel
Kkal 70 ppovelv aAdota TaploTaTal...

v. 1 «y"> Sturz, DK: ¢7'> Stein, Bollack: <6'> Diels, Wright, Inwood
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CONCORDANTIA NUMERORUM

DK

(Pierris, Diels-Kranz)
P DK P
Ia 1 112 25
2 114 26
3 113 27
4 128 28
5 130+77+78 29
6 129 30
7 132 31
8 115 32
9 142 33
10 125 34
11 126 35
12 148 36
13 153a Ib 37
14 117 38
15 119 39
16 120 40
17 116 41
18 118 42
19  154a 43
20 121 44
21 122 45
22 123 46
23 124 47
24 136 48

D apud 136
138
137
145
139
135
140
141
143
144
127
146+147
133
131
1
111
5

O 0 N AN B W



XCII APOSTOLOS PIERRIS
P DK P DK
49 23 83 37
50 11 84 90
51 15 85 38
52 12 86 53
53 13 87 54
54 14 88 39
55 18 89 51
56 19 90 52
57 16 91 40
58 17 +aMP 92 41
59 20 + c MP 93 44
60 d MP 94 42
61 10 95 47
62 25 96 43
63 24 97 45
64 21 98 46
65 26 99 48
66 22 100 49
67 32 101 94
68 91 102 55
69 33 103 56
70 34 104 50
71 92 105 71
72 93 106 151
73 81 107 73
74 96 108 154

Ma 75 27 109 82
76 27 110 97
77 28 111 152 Wright
78 29 112 75
79 134 113 76 + bPW
80 27a 114 83
81 30 115 79
82 31 116 80



RECONSTRUCTION OF EMPEDOCLES’ POEM

XCIII

P DK
117 72
118 74
119 62
120 63
121 64
122 60
123 153
124 65
125 67
126 69
127 68
128 70
IIb 129 35
130 36
131 57
132 58
133 60
134 61
135 59
136 89

P DK
137 109a
138 88
139 85
140 86
141 87
142 84
143 95
144 99
145 100
146 101
147 102
148 103
149 104
150 109
151 107
152 98
153 105
154 110
155 106
156 108



JH

0

S15151515151515151515151515151515151515151515151515151515]

CONCORDANTIA NUMERORUM

(Diels-Kranz, Pierris)

DK P DK P

1 39 25 62
2 42 26 65
3 43 27 75,76
4 44 27a 80
5 41 28 77
6 45 29 78
7 46 30 81
8 47 31 82
9 48 32 67
10 61 33 69
11 50 34 70
12 52 35 129
13 53 36 130
14 54 37 83
15 51 38 85
16 57 39 88
17 58 40 91
18 55 41 92
19 56 42 94
20 59 43 96
21 64 44 93
22 66 45 97
23 49 46 98

24 63 47 95



RECONSTRUCTION OF EMPEDOCLES’ POEM XCV

DK P DK P
48 99 82 109
49 100 83 114
50 104 84 142
51 89 85 139
52 90 86 140
53 86 87 141
54 87 88 138
55 102 89 136
56 103 90 84
57 131 91 68
58 132 92 71
59 135 93 72
60 133 94 101
61 134 95 143
62 119 96 74
063 120 97 110
64 121 98 152
65 124 99 144
66 122 100 145
67 125 101 146
68 127 102 147
69 126 103 148
70 128 104 149
71 105 105 153
72 117 106 155
73 107 107 151
74 118 108 156
75 112 109 150
76 113 109a 137
77 5 110 154
78 5 111 40
79 115 112

80 116 113 3

81 73 114 2



XCVI APOSTOLOS PIERRIS

DK P DK P
115 8 136 24,25
116 17 137 27
117 14 138 26
118 18 139 29
119 15 140 31
120 16 141 32
121 20 142 9
122 21 143 33
123 22 144 34
124 23 145 28
125 10 146 36
126 11 147 36
127 35 148 12
128 4 149 --
129 o6 150 --
130 5 151 106
131 38 152 --
132 7 153 123
133 37 153a 13
134 79 154 108

135 30 154a 19



